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CURRENT TOPICS. 


. JOHN Dawson Mayne has been appointed Pro- 
or of Common Law to the Inns of Court, in succession 
to Mr, Justice Stephen. 


» A coop peat or commorion has been made this week 
era memorial for the amendment of the law of bank- 
presented to Lord Beaconsfield and signed by 
ot the leading merchants and banking-houses in the 

; Who represent that, “until there is established a 
of Bankruptcy under the presidency of a judge, 
inguished as a mercantile lawyer, and free to give his 





whole’ tinfé atid attention’ to the administration of. hiz 
court, it is impossible that insolvent debtors can be ade- 
quately dealt with by means of public judicial process, 
and the'estates appertaining to them expeditiously and 
economically distributed. The same remark is applicable 
tothe Winding up of joint stock companies; a branch 
of insolvent business: of increasing extent, and unfor- 
tunately of incredsing notoriety for scandals, and 
failures of justice. Your memorialists desire to repre- 
sent that, in their opinion, great public advantage 
would arise by the assignment to this efficient court and 
judge—-which they respectfully but earnestly recommend 
—not only of the insolvency business arising from 
the failure of private persons and firms, but also 
arising from the failure of joint stock companies, as 
well as from the estates of deceased insolvent debtors.” 
And the memorialists urge that the Bill of 1878, with 
such additions as may be necessary to cure the defects 
set out in the memorial, should be re-introduced at an 
early period of the coming session, and that the passage 
of the Bill be made a leading Government question. 
Now, the first thing to be observed is that mercantile 
men seem to be a little apt to change their minds as 
to the proper remedy for the evils of the bankruptcy 
system. If our memory does not deceive us, there was 
presented to the House of Lords in 1876 a petition 
signed by bankers and merchants throughout England, 
praying for an amendment of the bankruptcy law, in 
which the petitioners recommended the adoption of 
several of the changes proposed in the Bank- 
ruptcy Bills of 1876-8, but did not avow any 
dissatisfaction with the general principle of leay- 
ing creditors to manage their own concerns. The 
present memorial is rather indefinite in its suggestions, 
but it indicates that opinion has now swung round to 
the notion that in official administration, superadded to 
the new system proposed by the Government Bills of 
recent years, there is to be found a remedy for the evils 
of the present system. We need hardly repeat what we 
have often said, that before any new system is intro- 
duced which will have to be interpreted at the expense 
of bankrupts’ estates, the experiment ought to be 
tried of making certain amendments (often specified in 
these columns) in the present Act, which, we believe, 
would make it work perfectly well. Amendment and 
not repeal is the view of such experienced bankruptcy 
jadges as Mr. Daniel, Q.C., and it was the view adopted 
and urged by the Chambers of Commerce only last year. 
But this is far too insignificant a measure to satisfy the 
memorialists, and we may probably expect to see some 
revolution in bankruptcy law attempted in the course of 
the present session. 


Tue recent case of Arehl v. Burrell (27 W. R. 
234), cannot be too carefully considered, not only 
by practitioners, but also by the judges of the Chancery 
Division. The principle or rule of practice laid down by 
the Court of Appeal is that, in the trials of actions in 
that Division, if the judge “clearly takes upon himself 
the trial of specific questions of fact, and finds his verdict 
upon them as a matter separate from the judgment 
which he gives upon that verdict,” then and in that 
case an appeal from the verdict or finding upon the facts 
must be made within twenty-one days after the verdict, 
and such an appeal is to take the form of a 
motion for a new trial. The point is one which was 
well described by the Lords Justices as being 
“one upon which the rules under the Judicature: 
Act are not explicit”; and, unless we have been misitis 
formed, the establishment of the rule was a surprisé to 
the very learned judge whose finding or verdict was the 
subject of the appeal. But as the mode in which the 
Court of Appeal reached the conclusion which we have 
mentioned is rather an intricate one, and as our reason 
for calling attention to the subject is purely practical, 
we do not propose to follow their train of es «x It 
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will be sufficient to point out that the decision may be 
said to revolutionize the old method of regarding a 
chancery judgment. That view was well expressed in 
the argument of the recent case: ‘‘ An appeal from a 
judge of the Chancery Division is an appeal as to the 
law and facts in one, and the judge has no power 
to split up his judgment so as to compel us to 
appeal on the question of fact within twenty-one days.” 
To this we may add that it was always considered that 
in the Chancery Division the Court of Appeal would 
review the decision on the facts, whereas now it seems 
the proper course is to have a new trial, which, under 
the system of marking causes with the name of a 
judge, must necessarily be had before the same judge 
who tried the action at first. Our readers will have 
observed the careful way in which the rule is laid down 
—the judge must find his verdict separate from the 
judgment which he gives uponit. This appears to leave 
it in the power of the judge to cut down or extend the 
time of appealing from his decision. For instance, in 
the case before the court, the judge had found the 
plaintiff to be entitled to a right of way, and afterwards 
gave judgment on his finding by directing the defendant’s 
obstruction to the right of way to be removed. Accord- 
ing to the wording of the rule laid down by the Court of 
Appeal, if, in the first instance, he had merely directed the 
obstruction to be removed, this, though it would have 
involved a finding on the disputed question whether 
there was aright of way or not, would not have been 
such a finding and judgment as to bring the case within 
the rule; and in such a case we presume the decision of 
the facts and on the law would be appealable within a 
a year. This is surely a very inconvenient state of 
things—that the mere wording of a judgment shall alter 
not merely the period during which an appeal will lie, 
but also the vital form of the appeal itself; and as the 
rules are not explicit on the point, and as there are 
reasons for believing that a new trial in the Chancery 
Division may not be altogether so full a remedy as it 
may be in the Common Law Divisions, we may hope that 
before long a new rule may be made on the subject 
under the Judicature Act. 





AN INTERESTING AND IMPORTANT QUESTION was decided 
by Sir R. Phillimore on Wednesday on an application 
for the arrest of the United States war frigate 
The Constitution and her cargo for a sum claimed 
for salvage services rendered on the occasion of her te- 
eent accident off the coast of Dorset. The general exemp- 
tion of ships of war from local jurisdiction, founded 
not upon any absolute right of extra territoriality, 
but upon principles of public comity and convenience, 
and arising from the presumed consent of nations, was 
very clearly laid down in the American case of The 
Eachange (7 Cranch. 135), where Chief Justice Marshall, 
in delivering the judgment of the court, said, “It is 
impossible to conceive, said Vattel, that a prince who 
sends an ambassador, or any other minister, can have 
any intention of subjecting him to the authority 
ef a foreign power. Equally impossible was it to 
conceive that a prince who stipulates an asylum 
for his ship of war in distress should mean to 
subject his navy to the jurisdiction of a foreign 
sovereign. And if this could not be presumed, the 
sovereign of the port must be considered as having con- 
eeded the privilege to the extent in which it must have 
been understood to be asked.” ‘The same view was 
afterwards taken in the Independencia (7 Wheat. 283) ; 
and in the case of the Charkieh (21 W. R. 437, L. R. 8 
Q B. 200) Mr. Justice Blackburn remarked that “ there is 
authority for saying that courts of justice cannot proceed 
against a sovereign or a State, and I think there is alsc 
authority for saying that they ought not to proceed 
against ships of war or national vessels; and it is clearly 
desirable that this rule should be established, other. 
wise wars might be brought on between two 





countries.” Butin a case relating to the same 

(22 W. R. 63, L. R. 4 Adm. 93) Sir R. Phillimore 
that it was by no means clear that a ship of war to which 
salvage services have been rendered may not jure gentium 
be liable to be proceeded against in a court of admiral 
for the remuneration due for such services. “ It ig very 
remarkable,” he added, “that Lord Stowell declined to 
pronounce any opinion upon this point in the case of The 
Prins Frederik (2 Dods. 451).” In the case of Th, 
Constitution Sir R. Phillimore seems to have discarded 
his former doubts, for he held that The Constitution, 
being a war frigate of the United States Navy, and 
having on board a cargo for national purposes, was not 
amenable to the civil jurisdiction of this country, 





Ir HAS BEEN STATED that in an action commenced ing 
district registry and attached to the Chancery Division 
of the High Court of Justice, but subsequently removed 
to London, it became necessary to make some applica. 
tion at the Rolls, and to support it by production of an 
affidavit which had been made in the action whilst pend. 
ing in the district registry, and that Mr. Romilly, the 
Secretary of Causes at the Rolls, refused to read the 
office copy which had been made and taken in the dig. 
trict registry, unless again marked as an office copy at 
the Record and Writ Clerks’ Office. ‘We incline to think 
that there must have been some misapprehension in this 
case ; but assuming the accuracy of the statement, we 
do not hesitate to say that the view stated to have been 
taken at the Rolls is quite wrong. The matter is one 
of considerable importance, for the requirement in ques. 
tion would, if persisted in, really involve not twopence, 
but sixpence, per folio, in every case where the officials 
at the Record and Writ Office should (as they reasonably 
might) decline to mark as an office copy a copy already 
marked as such by another department, and there are 
cases in which, from the large number of affidavits taken 
therein, the cost of thus duplicating office copies might 
be very considerable indeed. But the larger question is 
involved whether, inasmuch as an action commenced in 
a district registry is as much an action commenced in 
the High Court of Justice as is any action commenced 
in one of its London offices, the officers of the court in 
London are not, when any such action shall have been 
removed to London, as much bound to recognize, accept, 
and act upon, the proceedings which may been taken in 
the district registry as if taken in London? For what 
other purpose is the requirement that ‘* whenever any 
proceedings are removed from the district registry to 
London the district registrar shall transmit to the proper 
office in London all original documents filed in the dis- 
trict registry, together with a copy of all entries in the 
books of the registry of the proceedings in the action”? 
(see ord. 35, r. 14). The removal of the action to 
London simply removes the proceedings from one office 
of the High Court to another office of the same court— 
the action being thenceforth wholly proceeded with in 
London. Moreover, both the proceedings and the 
officers are throughout ‘‘ subject to the control of the 
court” as fully as in any like proceeding originating in 
London (see ord. 35, r. 9). Indeed, the provisions 
generally of order 35, and of rule 12 of the Rules of 
June, 1876, support the foregoing view, and inasmuch 
as the requirement in question involves not merely an 
expense not likely to be allowed on taxation, but also 
considerable delay and inconvenience, we hope we shall 
hear nothing more of it. 





Lord Justice Baggallay, who sat in the Court of Appeal 
on Monday last, was too unwell to sit on the following 
day, and it was announced on Wednesday that the 
Master of the Rolls would sit in the Court of Appeal in 
place of the learned judge on Wednesday, Thursday, 
and Friday. We are glad to learn that the indisposition 


of the Lord Justice is not of a serious nature. 
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(HE REQUISITION AS TO INCUMBRANCES 
NOT DISCLOSED BY THE ABSTRACT. 


Tux judgment of the Court of Appeal in Zn re Ford and 
Hill will revolutionize the practice of the profession on 
g matter upon which it was rapidly becoming settled. 
Mr. Dart, writing in 1871, said that it had ‘‘ become of 
jate a very usual course to inquire of the vendor's solici- 
tors (as partof the general requisitions on the title) whether 
they are aware of any judgment or other incumbrance 
affecting the property,” &c.; and in 1876 the same 
Jearned writer advanced a step further, and said, in the 
5th edition of his work, that “the vendor's solicitors, 
and, asa general, but not universal, rule, the vendor 
bimself, are bound to answer theinquiry.” The authority 
ven for this latter statement is the much discussed case of 
Pralomon and Davey (reported 19 Soxtcrrors’ Journat, 
$46). That case has been a good deal misunderstood, 
and the point decided by the learned Vice-Chancellor 
is not very intelligible without a knowledge of the 
ise facts. The requisition there was in the 
old and unrestricted form, ‘“ Whether the vendor 
is, or her solicitors are, aware of any judgments, 
settlements, mortgages, charges, or incumbrances of any 
description, affecting the property, not disclosed by the 
abstract of the vendor’s title.’ ‘To this the. vendor's 
solicitors replied, ‘‘ We always decline to answer ques- 
tions of this kind. The purchaser’s solicitors will, of 
course, make the usual searches.” A summons was 
then taken out, under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 
1874, addressed to the vendor only, and not to her and 
her solicitors, and on this summons Vice-Chancellor 
Hall ordered (see the minutes of the order, 19 Sotrcrrors’ 
Jovrnat, 715) that “the vendor do, within seven days 
from the service of this order, answer the third requisi- 
tion of the said [purchaser] as to whether the vendor is, 
or her solicitors are, aware of any judgments,” &c. The 
question decided by the learned judge was, therefore, 
not that a vendor’s solicitor is bound to answer as to 
his personal knowledge, but that the requisition must 
in general be answered by the vendur. But in his 
judgment he said that, having regard to the judg- 
ment of Vice-Chancellor Wood in Drummond v. 
Tracy (8 W. R. 207, Johns. 608), he could not doubt 
“that he would have held that the vendor's solicitor 
must answer all relevant questions in respect to existing 
liabilities, including such a question as the requisition 
in question”; and he added that ‘the requisition 
has generally been answered, but for a long time past 
some solicitors have objected to answer it, their reason 
being that answering it might subject them personally 
tolegal liability to the purchaser, although they were not 
morally guilty. . . . Some counsel have always 
insisted on the requisition being answered, and I believe 
their doing so has always obtained an answer. The 
gtound of objection to answering the requisition is, I 
consider, insufficient.” This was, of course, understood 
4 an expression of judicial opinion that the requisition 
must be answered by the solicitor, not only as to the know- 
ledge of his client, but as to his own personal knowledge. 
In the recent case of In re Ford and Hill the learned 
Vice-Chancellor expressly decided the point. The requisi- 
tion there was, ‘‘ Is there to the knowledge of the vendors 
or their solicitors any settlement, deed, fact, omission, or 
any incumbrance affecting the property not disclosed by 
the abstract ?’”” The vendors’ solicitors declined to answer 
the requisition, and the purchaser’s solicitors took out a 
simmons under the Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, to 
compel the vendors and their solicitors to make a full, 
sufficient, and complete answer to the requisition. Upon 
this summons Vice-Chancellor Hall ordered the vendors’ 
solicitors to answer the requisition. This decision has been 
reversed by the Court of Appeal, who held that neither 
= vendors nor their solicitors need answer the requisi- 
Lord Justice James seems to have based his decision, to 
some extent, on the novelty of the requisition, ‘The 





practice,” he said, ‘‘ of putting such a requisition as the 
one in question was of such modern growth that the 
right to put it could not be said to be in gremio con. 
tractus. There was, too, the danger of introducing such 
a practice. Every new-fangled requisition ought to be 
discountenanced and discouraged by the court, because 
the result of allowing such was to add to the difficulty, 
delay, and expense of the sale of real property, which 
was almost a disgrace to the law of this country.” . Now, 
as to this, it may be remarked that Vice-Chancellor Hall, 
in his judgment in Re Solomon and Davey says that 
it had been the practice of conveyancers ‘“ ever 
since he commenced practice to make a requisition some. 
what similar to the one in question,” and, as the 
learned judge was called to the bar in 1838, it would 
seem that the requisition is at least forty years old. 
Nor, we think, is there more to be said in favour of the 
learned Lord Justice’s idea that the requisition adds to 
the ‘“‘ difficulty, delay, and expense” of the sale of real 
property. The answer is in most cases obtained without 
trouble. The cases where the vendor cannot be readily 
reached by his solicitor are extremely few; and as to these 
cases Vice-Chancellor Hall, in his judgment in Re Solomon 
and Davey, seemed to think that the rule would not 
apply, for he said, ‘“‘ There may be cases in which, 
by reason of the client’s absence, or under other cir- 
cumstances, a purchaser may be compellable to complete 
his purchase without the answer to his requisition ex- 
tending to his client’s knowledge.” It is difficult to see 
how the requisition could, in the general run of cases, 
add materially to the cost of the sale of land. _ It has, on 
the other hand, the great advantage of calling the 
attention of the vendor and his solicitor to the existence 
of incumbrances, such as drainage loans, &c., which they 
might otherwise have forgotten. The vendor is bound to 
abstract every document and fact (subsequent to the root of 
title) on which the purchaser’s title will necessarily depend. 
The requisition, therefore, in its restricted form, confined 
to documents and facts which, if remaining undisclosed, 
may prejudicially affect the purchaser, is nothing more 
than an inquiry whether the abstract is complete. If 
the vendor has fulfilled his duty, the answer to the 
requisition will be easy, while to obtain a favourable 
answer is an obvious benefit to the purchaser. The 
balance of convenience would certainly seem to be in 
favour of allowing the requisition. 

While saying this, however, we do not wish to be 
understood as meaning that the decision of the court 
was wrong on principle. Though the requisition is 
not “new fangled,”’ the practice of answering if can 
hardly be said to have become so universal that 
it is to be taken as part of the contract of the 
vendor that he and his solicitor will auswer such a 
requisition as that we have been considering, or that 
unless they answer it the purchaser may refuse to com- 
plete. The vendor's contract is to show a good title, 
to abstract documents, and to verify the abstract. Hence, 
although the purchaser may warn the vendor of the 
consequence of not fulfilling his duty, he has no right 
to ask him to state whether he has fulfilled it, and if he 
will not say whether he has or not, to refuse to complete. 

The result of the decision will probably be that, in 
the first instance, the requisition will still be made. If 
an answer is refused the remark will probably be made 
that “The purchaser assumes that the vendor or his 
solicitor are not aware of any judgments,” &c.. Possibly 
such a remark even in the first instance would 
sufficiently answer the purpose of drawing the attention 
of the vendor and his solicitor to the different classes of 
incumbrances, which was the chief advantage of the 
requisition. 








Lorp Justics BacGatay will preside at the nineteenth 
anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Associa- 
tion, which will be held on the 16th of June next at the 

‘* Star and Garter,” Richmond. 
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THE WORK OF THE COURTS, 1877. 

Court oF BANKRUPTCY. 
Tux report of the Comptroller for the year ending the 
31st of December, 1877, states that the total number of 
bankruptcies and liquidations which have been brought 
unier the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act of 1869 
from 1870 to 1877, inclusive, is 60,196. Of these, 
9,535, including 967 bankruptcies, 5,239 liquidations by 
arrangement, and 3,327 liquidations by composition, 
were in the year 1877. It is noticed that while the 
annual number of bankruptcies has somewhat decreased, 
there has been such a continued and rapid increase in 
the number of liquidations that there were nearly twice 
as many insolvencies in 1877 as in 1870. In 1877, 
2,887 debtors’ summonses were issued, 192 declarations of 
inability filed by debtors, and 1,456 petitions for adjudica- 
tion filed. Debtors were adjudicated bankruptas follows :— 
On debtor’s summons, 306; on declaration of inability, 
155; on petitions for liquidation and failure of proceed- 
ings thereunder, 270 ; and on other acts of bankruptcy, 
236. Of these 967 bankrupts, 745 were traders, and 222 
non-traders. In 897 cases first meetings of creditors, 
to appoint trustees and committees of inspection, were 
held ; in 669 cases trustees were appointed with, and in 
228 cases without, committees of inspection. In 32 
cases bankruptcies were carried on by registrars as 
trustees, and in 26 bankruptcies were annulled. There 
were 98 applications for discharges, of which 97 were 
granted, and 1 withheld. At the beginning of the year 
3,450 cases of bankruptcy were pending, and during the 
year 967 were adjudicated, making in all 4,426. .Of 
these 935 were annulled and closed during the year ; and 
on January, 1, 1878, 3,491 were pending. The total 
liabilities as stated by bankrupts, or, where no statements 
of affairs were filed, as estimated by trustees, were 
£2,923,907; and the assets, as estimated by trustees, 
amounted to £486,630. A summary of receipts and 
payments by trustees shows the balances at the com- 
mencement of the year to have been £452,149, and the 
receipts and advances by trustees, less payments to 
secured creditors and extraordinary outlay, to have 
been £480,968, making together £933,117, Those 
payments of advances, and sundry payments, in- 
cluding dividends, were £523,400, and the balances at 
the close of the year £409,717. The number of estates 
closed was 759, against 554 in 1876. Under liquidation 
by arrangement the business was as follows: petitions 
filed, 10,465; resolutions registered, 5,239; resolutions 
for discharge, 1,914; gross amount of debts, £11,594,555 ; 
gross value of estate, £4,016,123; and gross amount of 
stamp duty, £26,331. Under composition with creditors, 
the business was: resolutions registered, 3,327; gross 
amount of debts, £4,961,395; gross value of estate, 
£1,456,401; and gross amount of stamp duty, £12,620. 
Of the compositions 610 did not exceed 1s, in the pound ; 
and 41 were at 20s. In 1877 there were 118 appeals 
presented to the Court of Appeal, making, with 18 pend- 
ing at the close of the previous year, 136; of which 15 
were pending at the close of 1877. In 63 cases judg- 
ment was affirmed, in 33 reversed, and in 8 varied; and 
17 appeals were withdrawn and arranged. The number 
of appeals in 1876 to the Court of Appeal was 168, In 
1877 there were 152 appeals presented to the Chief 
Judge in Bankruptcy, making, with 12 pending at the 
close of the previous year, 164; of which 12 were pend- 
ing at the close of 1577. In 59 cases judgment was 
affirmed, in 52 reversed, and in 5 varied; in 4 cases the 
appeal was referred back, and in 32 arranged or with- 
drawn. ‘The number of bills taxed in 1877 was 18,025, 
their gross amount being £469,296, of which £78,928 
were struck off on taxation, leaving £390,368 as the net 
amount allowed. 


Country Counts, 
The number of county courts having bankruptcy 
jurisdiction is 131, and their business under this head 





—s 
has been already given, undistinguished from the business: 
of the London Bankruptcy Court, which comprises 
court circuits Nos. 39, 40, 41, 42,and 44, In the whole 
of the county courts in 1877, 1,024,826 plaints were 
entered, and there were 770 cases from the g 
courts, making together a total of 1,025,596 
952,736 in 1876. The number of causes determined was 
604,247, 1,101 being with, and 603,146 without, a jury, 
Of the judgments, 333,541 were for plaintiff, 214,697 
for plaint‘ff by consent or admission, 38,762 for plaintit 
by default, 6,996 nonsuits, and 10,261 for defendant. 
There were 108,948 judgment summonses issued, and 
58,335 heard; 25,543 warrants of commitment, 5,099 
debtors imprisoned, 216,609 executions against goods 
issued, and 5,341 sales made, The total amount fop 
which plaints were entered was £3,330,246, and judg- 
ment wes obtained by plaintiffs on original hearings for 
debts to the amount of £1,571,976, together with 
£116,531 costs. The fees on all proceedings amounted 
to £429,555. There were 19 warrants to arrest abscond. 
ing debtors, and 779 orders registered for protection of 
wives deserted by their husbands. From the establish- 
ment of these courts in 1847, plaints to the numberof 
22,786,528 have been entered for an aggregate of 
£63,430,507. The amount for which judgment has 
been obtained is £31,685,896. The number of days of 
sitting for the whole of the circuits in 1877 was 8,293 
against 8,269 in 1876. The number for 1877 thus gives 
73°4 causes for each day of sitting, calculating upon the 
number of causes determined. ‘The average amount for 
each plaint entered was £3 4s. 1]d. In 1877 there were 
613 equitable suits or proceedings against 655 in 1876, 
and 371 admiralty suits or proceedings against 327, 


City or Lonpon Court. 


For the recovery uf debts, 19,632 plaints were entered 
in the City of London Court in 1877; and there were 
two cases from the superior courts. The number of 
causes determined was 7,906, of which 30 only were with 
a jury ; 1,187 judgment summonses were issued, and 503 
heard; 177 warrants of commitment were issued, and 
19 debtors were imprisoned, and 3,402 executions against 
goods were issued, and 45 sales made. The total amount 
for which plaints were entered was £98,064, and judg- 
ment was obtained for £38,040 debts and £3,611 costs, 
The fees on all proceedings were £11,348, and the num- 
ber of days of sitting was 106. ‘The business of the 
court has steadily increased for some years. There were 
also during the year 7 equitable suits or proceedings, and 
171 admiralty suits or proceedings, against 9 and 242 
respectively in 1876, 


Boroveu, Hunprep, anp ManoriAt Courts. 


In 7 of the 24 local courts of civil jurisdiction, there 
were no proceedings in 1877. From the Hundred of 
Salford Court of Record 12,689 writs were issued for am 
aggregate of £117,501; in the Liverpool Court of Passage 
there were 2,123 plaints for £47,861; in the Bristol 
Polzey Court 563 plaints for £9,989; in the Preston 
Borough Court of Plea 669 plaints for £2,451; in the 
Derby Borough Court 374 plaints for £5,266; and in 
the Newcastle-on-Tyne Burgess and Non-Burgees Courts 
87 plaints for £577, In the remaining courts there wore 
392 plaints entered for £5,727. 


Tue Lonp Mayor's Court, Lonpon. 

The number of actions entered in 1877 was 10,873 
being an increase of 2,763 upon the number for 1876, 
The amount for which actions were entered was 
£250,684, against £150,739 in the previous year. There 
were 203 committals issued; 138 debtors arrested, and 
10 imprisoned. The number of foreign attachments 
issued was 457 for an aggregate of £211,019; and of 
these 140, for £64,390, were withdrawn. On the equity 
side of the court there were 5 bills of complaint fil 
against 2 in 1876, The fees (exclusive of costs) on 
proceedings, including attachments, were £5,860, ag 
£4,381 in 1876, 
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— S1annarrzs Courts, 
ings in equity there were 13 petitions 


Cd 


Eel 1877 against 15 in 1876. There were 12 ap- 


pearances entered, 7 answers filed, and 6 replications 
joined, 83 affidavits filed, 8 interlocutory orders, 15 
registrar's gummons, orders, and certificates, 6 petitions 
heard and 6 decrees obtained, and 2 registrar’s reports. 
Petitions were entered for £797, and decrees obtained 
£32. The costs amounted to £69, and the fees to 
gl, Under the common law jurisdiction in Cornwall 
{there being no common law proceedings for Devon), in 
proceedings by writ, there were 10 writs of summons 
4 in 1876; 1 writ of summary procedure on Bill 

Act; 12 appearances entered; 18 state- 
nents of:claim and defence filed, and 9 replications; 1 
subsequent pleading, and 15 affidavits filed. There 
gere also 11 interlocutory orders; 17 registrar’s sum- 
monses; 12 orders; 16 subpoenas issued ; and 4 causes 
tried. The total amount for which actions were brought 
gs £3,204. In proceedings by plaint there were 8 
plaints entered for £134. In proceedings for winding 
wp under the Companies Act of 1862, there were 12 peti- 
tins against joint stock companies, and 12 against un- 
incorporated companies. In 1877 there was one appeal 


* 
’ v* 


EccrestasticaL Courts. 


The number of suits in the ecclesiastical courts in 1877 
was 16 against 18 in 1876. Thirteen were in the Arches 
Court of Canterbury. One was for church rates, 1 under 
Church Discipline Act, 4 were under the Public Worship 
Regulation Act, 1874, 1 concerned pew rights, 3 were 
for granting a faculty, and there were 6 other suits. 
In 3 cases the suit was dismissed, in 1 it was abandoned, 
inl it was agreed, in 1 the defendant was suspended, 
in 2 proceedings were stayed by prohibition, in 1 a 
sntence of deprivation was passed, in 1 sequestration 
was relaxed, and 6 suits were still pending. There were 
also 308 suits for faculties in 1877, against 297 in 1876. 
Of these 242 were for erecting, altering, &c., churches ; 
4 for tablets, gravestones, or vaults; 19 for removing 
bodies; 4 for removing buildings erected on glebe; 2 for 
pew rents, and 37 for other objects. In 296 cases 
faculties were decreed, in 4 refused, and 8 cases were in 
progress. The court fees amounted to £1,421. 


Drvistonat Court or APPEAL. 


In the year ending the 3lst of October, 1877, the 
number of appeals from inferior courts heard and deter- 
mined by a divisional court assigned for that purpose, 
pursuant to section 45 of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
waas follows:—Filed under 12 & 13 Vict. c. 45, 3; 
wider 20 & 21 Vict. c. 43, 56. There were also 32 
appeals from county courts, and appeals by motion 
pursuant to 38 & 39 Vict. c. 50, section 6; 56 orders 
ati were granted, 13 were made absolute, 12 discharged, 
and 13 refused. 

Courr or Arrrat. 

During the year ending the 31st of October, 1877, the 
business of the Court of Appeal was as follows :—(1) 
Appeals from final judgments awaiting hearing at com- 
mencent of year, 161, set down during the year, 321, 
heard, 301, otherwise disposed of, 54, awaiting hearing 
tend of year, 127; (2) appeals from interlocutory 
wiers awaiting hearing at commencement of year, 20, 
vtdown during the year, 173, heard during the year, 
184, otherwise disposed of, 10, awaiting hearing at end 
af year, 19; (3) original motions awaiting hearing at 
mmencement of year, 3, set down during tho year, 
38 heard, 38, awaiting. hearing at end of year, 3; (4) 
“ppeals from County Palatine of Lancaster awaiting 

at commencement of year, 0, set down during 

Year, 1d, heard during year, 9, otherwise disposed of, 2, 
‘waiting hearing at end of year, 3; (5) appeals from 
ries Court set down during year, 1, otherwise 

of, 1. The court sat at Linooln’s-inn 181 days, 

at Westminster 129, or 310 days in all. The Lord 





Chancellor sat 16 days on the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, 55 days to hear appeals in the House of 
Lords, and 4 days on committees for privileges, 


JupictaL CoMMITTEE OF THE Patyy CouNctL. 

In 1877, 92 appeals were entered, against 89 in 1876, 
There were 15 dismissed for non-prosecution, and 53 
heard and determined. In 31 cases judgment was 
affirmed, in 4 varied, and 19 reversed, while 19- were 
remanded for farther inquiry. Since April 1, 1870, 136 
appeals have been lodged, which remained for hearing on 
lst of January, 1878. In 23 appeals no costs were given, 
and in 48 they were given. The number of applications 
lodged for extension or confirmation of letters patent 
was 6, of which 3 were dismissed and 3 granted, 
and 4 petitions and other matters were specially referred. 
On appeals the council office fees amounted to £1,514, 
and on patent cases to £87. Their lordships likewise 
heard 43 motions and petitions in appeals (interlocutory) 
argued by counsel. The lords of the Judicial Committee 
sat on 125 days in 1877. 


Hovse of Lorps, 


The cases from each of the courts were as follows :— 
Court of Chancery, England, 1, Ireland, 3; Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, England, 1, Ireland, 5; Court of 
Session, Scotland, 25 ; and Court of Appeal, England, 
34, making the total presented 69, against 42 in 1876. 
Of these 3 were withdrawn, and 9 dismissed for want 
of prosecution. In 1877, 37 judgments were affirmed, 
2 were affirmed with variations, 3 were varied, and 7 
were reversed with declaration or direction or findi 
the total judgments being 54, against 40 in 1876. The 
number of effective causes remaining for hearing at the 
end of the session of 1877 was 10, and the total amount 
of fees was £1,935 11s. 6d. 





The death is announced of Mr. David de Quetteville, 
senior judge of the Jersey Royal Court, in which he hag 
had a seat for the last twenty-eight years, having been 
appointed in Jannary, 1851. In former years he was re- 
nowned as the champion of Jersey liberties, being ever 
ready to take a leading part in opposing any interference 
on the part of the English Government that was deemed 
in the least degree to infringe on the rights and privileges 
of Jerseymen. He was an extensive shipowner and mer- 
chant engaged in the Newfoundland trade. During the 
last four years he had not sat on the bench, owing to ill- 
healthand his having become bankrupt. He would not, how- 
ever, resign his office of judge, and occasionally he attended 
a meeting of the States Assembly, in which he had a seat 
ew officio, His place as judge will be filled by popular 
election. 


“A Chancery Lawyer" writes to the Times :—The 
property in a chancery suit has been sold, and all that re- 
mains to be done is to tax the costs of the suit, and divide 
the purchase-money among a large number of 
The costs are presented to the taxing master; he gives me 
an appointment, the earliest in his power. “ When for ?”’ 
asks the non-professional reader (in the Common Law 
Division a week, or, at the outside, a fortnight would be 
the date). Answer—Three months hence! In other 
words, the solicitors in the suit and the parties entitled to 
the money, and who cannot touch it till after the eosts are 
taxed, have to wait, in these days of telegraphs and teles 
phones, three whole months before an official of the Chan- 
cery Division of the High Court of Justice can even look 
at their papers. What answer can a judge make to this ? 
It cannot be said the solicitors are to blame, that tu gwogue 
retort so often flang at them. Here everything, being in 
perfect order, is submitted to the taxing master, who per- 
force and from pressure of work is obliged to say, ‘‘ Gentle- 
mop, call again in Staple-inn this day three months if you 
please.” ‘This is not an exceptional case. The profession 
and publio suffer and groan; but the have not 
sufficiently ascended to rouse the Lord Chancellor. The 
appointment of a couple of energetio men ag taxing 
masters would mightily help tocleanse the Augean stable ; 
bat month after month passes and nothing is done. 
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Cases of the Week. 


Lexctu oF Notice or APPEAL—ORDER MADE IN A 
Wispinc up—Amenpine Notice or AppEaL—Orp. 58, 
RR. 3, 4,9, 15.—Inacase of In re The Stockton Iron Works, 
before the Court of Appeal on the 22nd ult., a preliminary 
objection was raised to the appeal, on the ground that too 
short a notice of appeal had been given. A six days’ notice 
had been given, and it was said that the notice ought to have 
been a fourteen days’ notice. The order appealed from had 
been made by Bacon, V.C., in the winding up of the com- 

any, and it directed that the proceeds of a distress, which 

ad been levied by mortgagees upcn the chattels of the com- 
pany under an attornment clause contained in the mortgage 
deed, should be paid over to the liquidator. ‘The contention 
was that, though, by virtue of rule 9 of order 58, the time 
for appealing from such an order is the same as the time 
limited by rule 15 for an appeal from an interlocutory order, 
i.e., twenty-one days, still the order was, for the purposes of 
rule 4, a final, not an interlocutory, order, Rule 4 provides 
that “notice of appeal from any judgment, whether final or 
interlocutory, shall be a fourteen days’ notice, and notice of 
appeal from any interlocutory order shall be a four days’ 
notice,’ and therefore, it was said, the notice ought to have 
been a fourteen days’ notice. Being only a six days’ notice, 
it was a bad notice, and consequently the appeal- ought to 
be dismissed, for the twenty-one days for appealing had 
expired, and it was too late to give a fresh notice. The 
court (Jessel, M.R., and Baggallay and Bramwell, L.JJ.) 
said that under rule 3, which provides that ‘any notice of 
appeal may be amended at any time as to the Court of 
Appeal may seem fit,” the notice might be altered inte a 
fourteen days’ notice, and the only result of the objection, 
if it was well founded, would be to postpone the hearing of 
the appeal. The counsel for the appellant pressed the court 
to decide the question whether the six days’ notice was not a 
sufficient notice. The court, however, decided that the 
notice ought to “‘have been a fourteen days’ notice.” 
Jessel, M.R., said that there was some little difficulty in 
construing the rules. But rule 4 evidently contemplated 
only two classes of decisions, the one which was final as to 
the rights of the parties, the other which was not final but 
only interlocutory. In that sense the crder appealed from 
in the present case was obviously a final decision, aad 
consequently the appeal from it required a fourteen days’ 
notice. 


LiguipaTion PetiTION — LunatTiIC— Next Frienp — 
Bankrurtcy Act, 1869, ss, 65, 125—Banxruproy Rugs, 
1870, RR. 7, 252—Bankrecrtcy Forms, 1870, No. 106.—In 
a case of Ex parte Cahen, before the Court of Appeal on the 
28rd of January, the question was raised whether a liquida- 
tion petition in the name of a lunatic not so found by 
inquisition can be signed on his behalf by a next friend. Of 
two partners one had become insane, but had not been 
found a lunatic by inquisition. The affairs of the firm 
being embarrassed, a joint liquidation petition was prepared 
on their behalf, and was signed by the sane partner for 
himself, and alo as next friend of tie lunatic. The registrar 
refused to file the petition, and an ev parte application was 
then made to the Court of Appeal. The court (James, 

saggallay, and Bramwell, LJJ.) held that the registrar was 
right in refusing to file the petition. James, L.J., said that 
the form (No. 106) of a liquidation petition, which was pre- 
scribed by rule 252, contained a statement that the petitioner 
was unable to pay his debts, and in the case of partners 
the petition must be signed by them all. In the absence 
of any statutory provision, it seemed impossible that any one 
should have power to state on behalf of a lunatic that he 
could not pay his debts, and that he wished to have his affairs 
liquidated. It was very desirable that the application should 
be granted, but the Legislature had omitted to provide for 
the case. Possibly, if the lonatic were so found by inquisi- 
tion, the jurisdiction in lunacy might be able to act on bis 
behalf, and direct a petition to be signed for him, but the 
Court of Bankruptey had no jur'sdiction to do so. 


Proor — Proxy — Committers or Luxatic ~ Securep 
Crepiton—Aranvoxment oy Security ny VoriIng—BANK- 
RUPTOY ACT, 1869, #8. 16,40.~—In a case of Ez parte Wood, 





before the Court of Appeal on the 23rd of January, the com 
mittee of the estate of a lunatic (so found by inquisition) 
claimed on his behalf to be entitled as security for g debt to 
a charge or lien on the estate of a liquidating debtor, 
committee proved the debt by affidavit in the ordinary’ wa: 
mentioning the security in the affidavit, and adding at the 
foot of it a note, signed by him, by which he 4 pointed 
three persons named, ‘‘and each and every of them m 
proxy in the above matter.” One of the persons named gg 
proxy attended at the first meeting of the creditors and 
voted in favour of a resolution for liquidation by arrange. 
ment, voting in respect of the whole of the debt claimed tp 
be due to the lunatic, and not merely in respect of the 
balance of the debt after deducting the value of the seg 

It was contended on behalf of the trustee, on the ani 

of Ex parte Ashworth (22 W. R. 925, L. R. 18 Eq. 705), 
that the effect of this vote was to abandon the Security for 
the benefit of the debtor’s estate. In Ex yarte Ashuort 
however, the creditor who voted in respect of his whole debt 
had not stated his security as the committee in Ex parte 
Wood had done. James, L.J., said that the question whether 
the secu:ity had been abandoned would require further con. 
sideration when it really arose. But here the lunatic was 
the creditor, and the committee had no power without the 
sanction of the Court of Lunacy to give a proxy on behalf 
of the lunatic, or to waive any of his rights. The proxy 
was a mere piece of waste paper so far as the lunatic was 
concerned. 


VeNDoR AND PURCHASER~—REQUISITIONS ON TiTLE~ 
Inquiries AS TO INCUMBRANCES NOT DIsCLOsED By AR. 
STRACT.—In a case of In re’ Ford § Hill, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 27th of January, a question was 
raised as to the propriety of the general inquiries respecti 
the existence of incumbrances not disclosed by the abstract 
which is usually made on behalf of a purchaser of real estate 
as one of the requisitions on the title. In Jnre Ford & Hil 
the requisition made, was this :—‘‘ Is there to the knowledge 
of the vendors or their solicitors any settlement, deed, fact, 
omission, or any incumbrance affecting the property not dis. 
closed by the abstract ?’’ The vendors’ solicitors replied, 
‘*We invariably decline to answer questions of this deseri 
tion.” Ultimately a summons was issued under the Vendor 
and Purchaser Act, 1874, asking that the vendors and their 
solicitors might be ordered to make a full, sufficient, and 
complete answer to the requisition. Hall, V.C., made an 
order that ‘‘the solicitors of the vendors (meaning all the 
partners in the firm) do make a full, sufficient, and com- 
plete’answer to the requisition, and that a list of the incum- 
brances appearing in the abstract be made and shown to 
the vendors, and that the vendors do answer the said requi- 
sition as to their knowledge of any settlement, deed, fi 
omission, or any incumbrance affecting the property sold 
not appearing in such list. ‘lhe Vice-Chancellor in maki 
this order followed a previous decision of his own in a case 
Re Solomon and Davey (19 Soxicrtons’ JouRNAL, 846) heard 
by him in chambers in the year 1875, In that case the 
requisition was ‘‘ whether the vendor is, or her solicitors are, 
aware of any judgments, settlements, mortgages, charges, or 
incumbrances of any description affecting the property not 
disclosed by the abstract.’’ The vendors’ solicitors decli 
to answer this requisition, and Hall, V.C., held that it musthe 
answered. ‘I'he Vice-Chancellor thought that his view was 
supported by what was said by Wood, V.C., in Drummond 
v. Tracy (Joh. 612), that ‘* where an equitable charge has 
been discharged it may be advisable not to put it on the face 
of the abstract, but that such charge ought in some way 
to be communicated to a purchaser I have no doubt what 
ever.” On behalf of the appellants in Jn re Ford § Hill it 
was urged that, if the solicitors answered the question, they 
might be exposed to criminal liability under section 24 of 
the Act 22 & 28 Vict. c. 85; that, the title being in the 
particular case limited by the conditions of sale, t “re 
chaser was really seeking to obtain the benefit of @ 
unlimited title ; and that, even if the vendors alone were 
required to answer, they could not answer without asking 
their solicitors for information, and the solicitors might 
able to answer only by means of knowledge which they 
acquired through another client, ‘Tho only result w 
be delay and expense, and the purchaser was not entitled 
the answer under his contract. In support of the Vice 
Chancellor’s order it was suid that a purchaser is entitled to 
s complete abstract, or as Mr. Dart says (5th ed., p. 162) 
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«An abstract as perfect as the vendor, at the time of 
glivery, has in his either actual or constructive possession,” 
to use the words of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley in Oakden 
y, Pike (11 Jor. N. S. 666), an abstract “ which contains 
sufficient clearness and sufficient fulness the effect of 
every instrument which consti‘utes part of the vendor’s 
title.” And Lord St. Leonards says (14th ed., p. 407), 
The solicitor should abstract every document upon which 
the title depends, or upon which any difficulty has arisen. 
Wherever he begins the root of the title he ought to abstract 
subsequent deed.” And he adds (p. 411) that where 
gm equitable charge has been discharged the fact of the 
charge and discharge should be stated in the abstract, and in 
Knatchbull v. Grueber (3 Mer. 124, 187), a suit by a vendor 
for specific performance, Lord Eldon said that ‘‘ where a 
makes a purchase of an estate to which the vendor 
ts that he has a good title, in such a case the pur- 
chaser has a right to insist that the question, whether he 
have or have not a good title, shall be sifted to the bottom” 
yelore he can be called upon either to accept an indemnity, 
acompensation for a defect, or to abandon the contract. 
Qn the same principle it was urged where there is no suit 
for specific performance, a purchaser must be entitled to ask 
the vendor, ‘‘ Is the abstract complete ? Do you remember 
mything else affecting the title?” And, the vendor's 
wlicitor ought also to answer the question, because in most 
cases he alone would understand anything about 
the matter; the vendor himself would be ignorant of the 
meming of the abstract. The Vice-Chancellor’s order of 
course only intended that the purchaser need not complete if 
the inquiry was not answered. A solicitor would not by 
answering run the risk of any criminal liability under the 
Act 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s, 24, for there must be a fraudu- 
kent intent to make that section applicable. The requisition 
was a precautionary one, and would tend to prevent litiga- 
tim, It was ir accordance with the modern practice of 
conveyancers, ae shown by the remarks of Mr. Dart (5th 
td, pp. 449, 450), though he says “it is better to restrict 
the general requisition to an inquiry whether the vendor is 
aware of any document, judgment, or charge affecting the 
title or the property, not noticed in the abstract, and which, 
ifemaining undisclosed, may prejudicially affect the pur- 
cer ;” but, he adds, ‘*the vendor’s solicitors and, as a 
general but not universal rule, the vendor himself are bound 
toanswer the inquiry even if unrestricted.” And the respond- 
eat’s counsel expressed his willingness to have the requisi- 
tion limited in the way suggested by Mr. Dart. The court 
ins, Baggallay, and Bramwell, L.JJ.), however, held 
that the Vice-Chancellor’s order must be discharged. James, 
LJ, said that the question was anything but a requisition 
om the title, it was a searching interrogatory seeking dis- 
covery from the vendors and their solicitors. The vendor 
ws bound to produce an abstract of his title 
aad to verify the abstract by evidence on any requisition 
made as to any point on which it appeared defective. 
Bat here the vendor was asked to give negative evidence— 
evidence of the non-existence of incumbrances. There was 
to judicial authority in favour of the requisition, except the 
n of Hall, V.C., himself in Re Solomon and Davey. 
The alleged practice of conveyancers was of comparatively 
n growth, and could not be considered to have become 
tttablished to such an extent as to be in gremio contractus. 
Nor did the opinions of conveyancers which had been 
fered to go to the extent of the requisition. The in- 
on of any such new-fangled requisition ought to be 
raged by the court ; it would add to the delay and ex- 
Pense in the completion of every contract for the sale of 
realestate which was already a disgrace to the law of this 
coun The result of allowing such a thing at all was 
ilustrated by the way in which the quest‘on in the present 
c#ehad grown beyond the simp!e form suggested by Mr. 
Suppose the vendor happened to be at the 
aatipodes, He might have to sell his property im- 
nediately in order to raise money; was the purchaser to 
entitled to say he would not complete till an answer 
a be obtained from the vendor at the other end 
the world? Of course both a vendor and a solicitor were 
Powsibly liable to criminal consequences for a wilful suppres- 
‘of any incumbrance, and a purobaser had a right to say 
to bis vendor, [ rely on the truth of the abstract you havo 
i to me, and I warn you of your criminal liability 
itis not so. The Vice-Chancellor's order clearly wont too 
in ordering every one of the solicitors to answer the 
‘Westion ; under the order, as it stood, they would bo liable, 





if they did not answer, to be committed for contempt. Great 
inconvenience would arise from sanctioning this new 
practice; there was no judicial authority for it; and an 
obligation lay on the court to discourage any new thing which 
would add to the expense and delay in the transfer of land. 
Baggallay, L.J., said that, if the requisition was limited in 
the way suggested, with the exception of such incumbrances 
as the purchaser might by searching discover for himself, all 
he would obtain by means of an answer to the question 
would be that which the solicitors were bound to disclose on 
the abstract, and, if this practice was sanctioned, it would lead 
to a lax way of discharging the duty of solicitors with respect 
to an abstract. They would be less careful about putting 
everything into the abstract, trusting to the opportunity of 
supplying any omission in answer to the purchaser’s inquiry. 
Bramwell, L.J., said he had no doubt that, if the vendor had 
refused to answer such a question, and then the purchaser 
had refused to complete his contract, he could not have 
sustained an action at law against the vendor, for there 
would have been no breach of the contract, and no failure to 
show a good title to the property. And the same principle 
ought to apply in equity. The court expressed an opinion, 
however, that the solicitor would not, by answering the 
question according to his knowledge, expose himself to any 
criminal liability. 


ApPEAL—SEcurRITrY FoR Costs.—Upon the making of an 
order by the Court of Appeal on the 29th of January for the 
deposit of £25 as security for the costs of an appeal, James, 
L.J., took occasion to say that he thought it very desirable 
that the costs of applications of this kind should not be 
incurrd. The parties ought to settle the matter between 
themselves without coming to the court. Iu a proper case 
a sum should be deposited in court sufficient to meet—not 
fancy costs—but the reasonable costs of appeal, 


ee 


TriaL with Jury—CHANcERY AcTion—ALLEGED Fraup 
—DiscreTion oF JupGe or First [nstance—JupIcATURE 
Act, 1873, ss. 34, 42—Onrp. 36, RR. 3, 26.—In a case of 
Ruston v. Tobin, before the Court of Appeal on the 29th of 
January, the appeal was brought by the plaintiff from the 
refusal of Malin, V.C., to allow the action to be tried by a 
judge with ajury. Tho action was brought to set aside, on 
the ground of fraud, an agreement for the sale of a patent 
by the defendant to the plaintiff, and was, therefore, one 
of the actions which is, by section 34 of the Judicature Act, 
1873, assigned to the Chancery Division, and as to which, by 
rule 26 of order 36, the court has a discretion whether the 
trial shall take place before a jury. The court (Jessel, M.R., 
and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.) refused to interfere with 
the Vice-Chancellor’s exercise of his judicial discretion. 
James, L.J., said that appeals ought not to be brought from 
a decision of the judge of first instance as to the mode of 
trial of an action. Such appeals merely added to the expense 
of actions, which, indeed, his lordship feared, had been in 
some ways much increased by the Judicature Acts. The 
only kind of case in which the Court of Appeal would 
interfere with the discretion of the primary judge with 
regard to the mode of trial of an action would be where he 
had said, I exercise my discretion in this way because I 
entertain such an opinion upon a point of law, and the Court 
of Appeal differed from his opinion on that point. His lord- 
ship said he hoped to see no more of such appeals. Hoe had 
done, and would do, his best to prevent them, 


Company — WIinpinc vr — Mortcacs — ATTORNNENT 
Ciavss—Distress—Jupicature Act, 1875, s. 10.—In a 
case of Jn ve The Stockton Iron Works Company, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 29th of January, a question arose as 
to the valit y of a distress levied, shortly before the com- 
mencement of the winding up of a company, upon chattels 
belonging to them, under an attornment clause contained in 
a mortgage of the company’s land and works to their 
bankers, to secure the balance of the current account. The 
mortgage was executed on the 28nd of February, 1875, in 
the ordinary form of a mortgage to secure the balance of an 
account current with bankers, and was limited to secure the 
sum of £50,000, It contained a clauss whereby the com- 
pany attorned and agreed to become tenants from year to 
year to the mortgagees at the annual rent of £5,000, On 
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the 16th cf July, 1877, the bankers levied a distress on 
the mortgaged property, and seized chattels of the company, 
which ultimately realized less than £5,000. On the 19th of 
July, 1877, a petition was presented to wind-up the 
company, and on the 28th of July a winding-up order 
was made. Bacon, V.C., held that, by virtue of section 
10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, the law of tavkruptcy 
applied, and that the distress would have been void as 
against a trustee in bankruptcy, apparently on the authority 
of Ex parte Williams (26 W. R. 274, L. R.7 Ch. D. 138), 
and he ordered the proceeds of the distress to be paid to the 
liquidator. It was admitted on the hearing of the appeal 
that section 10 applied, but it was contended that the 
principle of Ex parte Williams had no application. And so 
the court (Jessel, M.R., and James and Bramwell, L.JJ.), 
held. They fully recognized and assented to the principle 
of the decision in Ez parte Williams, which they said was 
that the rent reserved by the attornment clause in that case 
was a mere sham, the object and intention of the parties 
being that the mortgagee should, in the event of the bank- 
ruptcy of the mortgegor, obtain an advantage which he 
would not otherwise obtain. Such an arrangement was a 
fraud upon the bankruptcy law; and was, therefore, void 
in the event of bankruptcy. But in the present case the 
evidence did not satisfy the court that the rent reserved 
was an excessive one, looking at the nature of the property, 
and certainly not that it was s0 excessive as to show of 
itself that there was no intention to create a real tenancy. 
The practice of conveyancers was, that when a mortgagor 
was himself in the occupation of the mortgaged property, he 
should agree t> become tenant of it to the mortgagee. The 
mortgagee was not the less a landlord because he was a 
mortgagee, and a distress for a year’s rent levied after the 
commencement of bankruptcy was made valid by section 
34 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. There was, therefore, 
nothing in it repugnant to the bankruptcy law. No doubt 
the objcct of the clause was to give the mortgagees a 
security over the chattels of the company, but thry acquired 
the gecurity only as a legal incident of the relation of land- 
lord and tenant. James, L.J., however, said that such a 
clause in a mortgage deed would impose cn the mortgagee 
this incomvenience, that, if a second mortgage 
was given, and the second mortgagee brought an 
action for redemption, the first mortgagee would have to 
account as mortgagee in possession for what he had re- 
ceived in respect of the rent reserved by the attornment 
clause, or for what, but for his wilful default, he might 
have received. In euch acase he would be in possession 
of the rent just as if be had himself demised the property 
toa new tenant. It was suggested in argument that the 
attornment Clause in «ffect amonnted to a licence to seize 
personal chattels as security for a debt, and that it there- 
fore constituted a bill of eale requiring registration under 
the Bills of Sale Act of 1854. ‘The court, however, said 
that, without deciding whether section 10 of the Jadicature 
Act of 1875 made the Bills of Sale Act applicable in the 
winding up of acompany, the deed was clearly not a bill 
of sale within the Act of 1854, though, indeed, it was in- 
cluded in the definition of a bill of sale contained in the 
Bills of Sale Act of 1878, which Act, however, was not in 
operation when the mortgage was execated. 





Practice—Action 1x Cuanceny Division ComMENCED 
1n Disraicr Recisrry—Morion sevone JupcE 1s LoNDoN 
—Svupserquest Orper or District Recistran—Inuecu- 
LARITY—RvLes oy Court, 1875—Oxp. 35, x. 4; Orv. 37, 
RB, 2—In a case of Dyson vy. Pickles, before the Master of 
the Rolls on the 24th ult., an adjourned summons came on 
to discharge an order of o district registrar directing the 
c1oss-examination of certain witnesses before a special 
examiner. The action was assigned to the Chancery 
Division, marked “ M.It.,” and was commenced in a district 
registry. A motion was subsequently made before the 
Master of the Rolls for an injunction, and gtood over for a 
week, the defendant giving on undertaking for the early 
filing of bis afidavite. Subsequently tothe motion being 
opened the district registrar made an order appointing a 
special examiver and directed the croes-examination of 
certain witnesses who had made offidavits to be taken 
before the special examiner. The defendant tock out a 


summons to discharge the order of the district registrar, 





= 
and the chief clerk, considering he had no jurisdiction 
to discharge such an order, directed the summons 
to come on with the motion before the Master of 


the Rolls. On the 24th ult. the motion wag i 
and the summons was heard. The Master of the 
considered that ord. 35, r. 4, only gave the distrigs 
registrar jurisdiction as long as the action “ proceeded” 
in the district registry. The effect of the motion 
was to transfer the further proceedings to London, 
the order of the registrar was irregular and must be dig. 
charged with costs. 


PracticE—Morion to Commit—Gross Cask oF Conteupp 
—Costs oF MoTION AS BETWEEN SOLICITOR AND Oxiext 
DIscRETION OF JuDGE.—In a case of Steele v. Hutchi 
also before the Master of the Rolls on the 24th ult, a 
question arose as to whether his lordship, in his discretion 
in a very gross case of contempt, would order the defendants 
to pay the costs of the motion as between solicitor and 
client. The plaintiffs did not press for actual commitment, 
but asked under the circumstances for an order in that form, 
Jessel, M.R., considering the. contempt a very gross one, 
although he made no actual order to commit, ordered the 
defendants to pay the plaintiffs’ costs of the motion ay 
between solicitor and client. If the costs were not paid, 
or any further breach of the undertaking that the defendants 
had given occurred, the motion might be renewed. 





Company—Direcror—ReEGIsTRATION oF Monrtcage— 
DEBENTURES UNDER Trust DEED—CompPANiEs Act, 1862, 
s. 43.—In a case, Re Globe New Patent Iron and Steel Company 
(Limited), before the Master of the Rolls on the 25th ult, 
the question again arose as to the eff: ct of section 43 of the 
Companies Act, 1862, on debentures of the company held by 
cer‘ain of the directcrs. The debentures were secured bya 
trust deed whereby practically the whole of the property 
of the company was assigned to trustees to secure the 
debentures to be issued. Certain of the directors having 
advanced money to the company took debentures as security, 
but neither the trust deed nor the debentures held by the 
directors had been registered under section 43. ‘The trustees 
had sold the property mortgaged to them, and the official 
liquidator now took out a sumions asking that the amounts 
in the hands of the trustees and representing the debentures 
held by the directors might be handed over to him for dis- 
tribution amongst the unsecured creditors, the liquidatot's 
contention being, on the authority of the decisions of the 
Appeal Court under the section, that the debentures com 
stituted a charge on the assets, and, being ucregi 
could not be set up by the directors as against. 
unsecured creditors. ‘The Master of the Rolls com 
sidered that the debentures themselves did not constitute 
any mortgage or charge on the company’s assets, the mort- 
gage being contained in the trust deed which was to it 

ependent persons, and therefore, although unregistered, 
erway good. His lordship again, as in the previous case 

fore him on the interpreta’ion of this section, entirely dis 
approved of the decisions of the Appeal Court, which, in bis 
opinion, had superadded an equity to the penalty im 
by the Act of Parliament. He considered the decisions ® 
opposed to our law, and, after a lengthened examination of 
each of them, could find no principle laid down in them 
which he, as a judge of first instance, was bound to follow. 
If either of the appeal cases had been precisely in pe a 
to its facts he should have followed it as a matter of couse, 
but as to the case before him he considered it quite distine 
in its facts, and he dismissed the summons, with costs. 








At the Newnham County Court on Wednesday wel, 
on the judge taking his seat, he referred to the death of Mr. 
Goold, solicitor, of Newnham, and remarked that he was vey 
much respected in the neighbourhood, and, having been aa 
old practitioner in the court, he could hardly take his soa 
without making some allusion to his death, which he wa 
sure they all regretted. Mr. Whatley, as senior solicitor 
present, expressed the regret of himself and other profes 
tional men in the habit of practis'ng there at the great low 
they had sustained. ; 
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SIR J. F. STEPHEN. 


$m J. F. Sreruen, the newly-appointed judge, who has for 
gome time held the office of professor of common law to the 
Mouncil of Legal Education, gave a farewell address and 
took leave of the students on the 23rd ult. 

The large hall of the Inner Temple was crowded with 
gtadents of the four Inns of Court. 

Shortly before 4.15 p.m., the hour at which Sir James 
Stephen's lecture was announced to commence, Mr. J. F. 
Skipper (student of the Inner Temple), rose and proposed 
that one of their number should be selected to say a few 
words of congratulation and farewell to Sir James at the 
gonclusion of his address, and suggested that Dr. Swinfen 
Eady should be chosen. Dr. Swinfen Eady, whilst acquiesc. 
ing generally in Mr. Skipper’s remarks, proposed that the 
genior student should reply. There appeared to be some 
difficulty in ascertaining who was the senior student, 
whereupon it was pul to the meeting and carried unani- 
monsly that Dr. Swinfen Eady should address to Sir J. F. 

hen a few words of congratulation. 

At the conclusion of the lecture on the study of the 
common law, Sir J. F. Stephen said: I feel for my own 
part there is one class amongst you whose presence here, 
both to-day and on other days, has been a special source 
of gratification tome. I mean the natives of Indis, who 
have come to this country in order to learn the law which 
they propose to carry out in practice in their own country. 
Gentlemen, I have my own opinions about that great 
empire; and I feel that no functions that I ever could per- 
form could be more important in their consequences than 
those which at one time I was called upon to perform there, 
T feel also that it is one of the greatest feats and achieve- 
ments which the English nation has performed to establish 
thatempire. Bat it interests me, not because it was 
founded by courage and strength alone, but because that 
courage and strength are also directed to good and beneficia! 
things ; because it is founded on force on the one side and 
justice on the other. I trust that those amongst you 
who have heard these lectures may have caught, as I have 
nodoubt each and every one of you will catch from the 
peactice of your profession in this country, something 
of that temper and feeling which is not to be put into 
the form of axioms which have to be learned from the 
intellectual side alone, but which springs up of itself in 
the heart of a gentleman and a man of honour, who is 
called upon to practise the noble profession to which you 
belong. Gentlemen, it has been my duty standing here to 
address you mainly from the intellectual point of view; 
ithas been my daty to point out to you the different prin- 
ciples upon which the law rests, to state them as clearly | 
wT could; to place them in systematic form before you 
oe consideration. But there is something else which | 
isof far higher value than that, and on which I'should | 
like to say a few words at the last time that I address you 
from this place. I remember hearing in the Middle | 
Temple Hall some years ago the present Lord Chief | 
Justice of England make a speech in honour of Mons. 

r, who did us the honour to accept a dinner from 
the bar of England, and he spoke on that memorable occa- 
tion of the way in which the advocate should regard him- 
elf, as indeed having to fight for his client, but as having | 
tofight for him with the sword of the soldier, not with | 

ger of the assassin. And I say to you that there | 

to road to any success worth having in this profession, 

Whether you practise it here by the Thames, or whether 
Jou practise it ten thousand miles off by the Gangea—that 
there is no road to any real permanent success in it, to 
‘ay real distinction, to anything on which an honourable 
man could look with satisfaction, except the plain road of 
telling the truth and not fearing the face of wav, If you 
that view, if you act upon that principle, if you 

the example which you will find in rich profusion, I 
tm happy to say, in every branch of this profession, the | 

principle, you will do well—you will live like men | 
gentlemen. If you do not, why then all I can | 

tay is that, whatever else you may get, you will not get | 
own self-respeot or that of any other honest man, 





toapeak to you from this 


will have a great many words to speak to me in 


| was followed by Mr. Royle, also in the negative. 


other places, on which occasions I can assare you that it 
will give me very great pleasure to see you again. 

At the conclusion of the address Mr. Swinfen Ealy, 
LL.D., rose and said: [ have been requested, Sr James, 
by wy fellow-students present this evening, to address a few 
words to you on this, the last, occasion that we, as 
students, shall have the privilege of meeting you as pro- 
fessor. Although some persons may not think it becoming 
for law students to congratulate a learned judge on his ap- 
pointment, we feel sure that you will fo-give any breach of 
strict etiquette, and accept our earnest and hearty congrata- 
lations upon your appointment as a judge of the High 
Court of Justice. We congratulate you with the mre 
pleasure because we recognize in your appointment, not the 
result of personal favour or influence, not the outcome of 
political intrigue, but the fitting reward of much earnest, 
patient, and jen al work, of the emiaent services you 
have rendered to your country by your strenuous exertions 
for the improvement of your country’s laws. Our pleasure 
is tempered by regret at losing you as professor, for the es- 
timation in which you have been held by the students of 
the Inns of Court is spoken far more eloquently than by 
any words which I can utter by that volume which we are 
accustomed to see at the farther end of this hall—the record 
of the attendance of the students at your lectures, of those 
who flock to hear you, not under any compulsory regulations 
of the Inns of Cour’, but attracted by the fam2 of your 
teaching. In conclusion, let me add what I trust will be 
acceptable to you, Sir James, that we who have had the 
privilege of attending your lectures have done so with great 
profit; that stimulated by your teaching and the example 
of your career, many of us have de‘ermined to apply our- 
selves with the more vigour to the study of the law, to what 
Lord Campbell has well termed a noble but arduous study ; 
and that if any of us who are present here this evening 
should hereafter attain to eminence in that profession, you 
will have the pleasure and satisfaction of knowing that to 
that success your teaching, your precepts, and the example 
of your career will in no slight degcee have contributed. 

Sir J. F. Stephen: I can only say once more, ‘I thank 
you with all my heart.” 

The learned judge then retired from the hall amid loud 
and long contiaued cheering. 





Sucteties. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 
This society held its unsaal weekly meeting at the Law 


| Inetitution, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening last, the 


28th ult., Mr. T. B. Napier, L.L.B., inthe chair. The ques- 
tion was :—‘‘ In view of the prevailing agricultural dis- 
tress, should parties to a contract of tenancy be rendered 


| unable to contract themseives out of the Agricultural 


Holdings Act, 1875?” Mr. F. J. Green opened the de» 
bate, supporting the affirmative, and urging that view as 


| being most in the interests of tenant farmers. Mr. S. J. 


Montague replied in an able speech to the opener, and he 
In the 
d ion that 1, the negative found the majority of 
supporters, but at the close of the meeting, on the question 
being put to the society, the votes were equal, and the 





| chairman gave his casting vote for the affirmative. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society. was held at the Law Institution 
on Monday, the 27th ult., Mr. E. H. Qaickein the chair. 
Mr. T. Eustace Smith read a paper on the Bills of Sale Act, 
1878 ; adiscussion ensued, in which Messrs. Moyle, Wilson, 
Hickson, Gatey, Owen, and Quicke joined. The ordinary 
weekly meeting of the society took place at Clement’s-inn 
Hall, Strand, on Wedneaday, the 29th ult. Mr. E. H. 
Quicke presided. Mr, A. H. Spokes, B.A., LU.B., opened 
the subject for debate: “That the House of Commons 


| should be by law required to be renewed at shorter iater- 
gentlemen, are the last words which I shall have | vals than seven years,” Messre. Synnott, Carpenter, and 
place. I can only hope that | 
oe ; of you, and any of you, who follow out this pro- 


S. A. Jones supported the motion, bat the greater namber 
of speakers opposed it, Messrs. Parsons, Saw, and R. B. D, 
Acland (Oxford Union), Johu M, Hall (Cambridge Union), 
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O. H. Hardy (Hardwicke), A. A. Tobin, and RK. G. Templer, 
visitors, taking the negative view, and on the motion being 
put to the meeting, it was lost by a majority of three. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Birmingham Law Society was 
held on the 15th ult., at the Library, Wellington-passage, 
Bennett’s-bill. The presidgent, Mr. Evans, presided, and 
there were present Messre. J. Rowland:, T. Martineau, 
C. T. Saunders, W. Johnson, Barclay, E. J. Hayes, S. J. 
Mitchel!, T. Horton, Crompton, Allen, Deakin, S. S 


Wart, Russell, J. S. Canning, Rider, Duke, Pinsent, 
Buller, E. H. Lee, Solomon, 8. Balden, F. Sanders, Chirm, 
Wills, James, J. Canning, Parr, T. G. Lee, F. H. Lowe, &e. 

The annual report, which was taken as read, showed a 
satisfactory progress in the prosperity of the society, the 
number of members being 204, as against 197 for the year 
1877. Other contents of t!.e report will be found elsewhere, 

The CuatrMaN moved the adoption of the report, and 
remarked that the society seemed to have gone on very 
smoothly and prosperously if they were to judge from the 
number of members, who had increased from 197 to 204, 


they had not only succeeded in paying their way, but had 
redeemed five debentures instead of four, as was expected, 
and had rednced their debt from £2,500 to £2,300. 
was one item which they would not see in the next year’s 
account, and that was for the gold medal. He was sorry 
to hear that there was no cne entitled to claim it from the 
association. Another year he hoped the President would 
have the pleasure he (the speaker) had Jast year in presenting 
to some worthy articled clerk the gold medal of the society. 
The excelletce of the library had been sustained, every new 
bock of importance having been added to it, together with 
all the published reports. The most important matter 
before Parliament, and one that was still pending, was the 
inquiry into Jand title and transfer. The question was one 





stand that severa! persons, other than solicitors, were in the 
habit of drawiog up bills of sale, and he wished to know 
whether it would be regarded as unprofessional for a solicitor 
to attest such documents. 

Mr. Doxe said he believed that larger fees wore frequent} 
charged for the preparation of bills of sale than any solicito, 
would think of asking. 

Mr, W111s said it was a matter which must be largely left 
to the discretion of the members of the profession, It was 
almost impossible to establish a rule from which some ingop.. 
venience might not arise. 

Mr. Saunpers asked whether there were any societies in 


Horton, 'H. L. Tyndall, J. Marigold, A. A. Baker, Van | the town where officials prepared such bills of sale, 


Mr. Bower replied that there were, and he happened to 
do business for two limited companies where printed forms, 
of bills ofsale were kept. 

Mr. S. J. Mrrcwett considered that solicitors should nog 


| attest bills of sale prepared by auctioneers or licenseg 


victuallers’ agents. 

Mr. ALLEN considered that if a man came from London 
and brought with him a bill of sale which he required attest. 
ing, it was not his business to say, “I don’t do that kind of 
work; go across the street, where you please.” If he could 


do it in that case he did not see why he could not do it with 


There | 


of great importance to the profession and community alike. | 


He hoped that a right conclusion would be arrived at, and | should be informed by the solicitor of the effe2t of that bill 


he should be very sorry to see the systems at work in | 


Lancashire and Middlesex carried out throughout the length 
and breadth of the land, because ke thought they were 
founded upon erroneous bases. Unless there was a material 
alteration cf the system, instead of Dimsdale frauds being 


counted by units they would be so easy that they would be | 
He believed the society | 


counted by tens and hundreds. 


would have the advantage of having itself represented at the | 


inquiry y Mr. Johnson, who would give evidence on 
behalf of this locality. He hoped that if any members of the 


| would doubtless consult their own good taste. 


society had suggestions to make which they thought would | 
strengthen Mr. Johnson’s evidence they would eitber forward | 
them to Mr. Johnson or the secretary. His own opinion was | 
that it was impossible for a map to show everything in | 


relation to property. In this neighbourhood, particularly 
in South Staffordshire, they were dealing every day wit 
different strata of mines and other interests in land which 
could not be defined in any way. 

Mr. Wi ts seconded the resolution, and Mr. Sauxpers 
offered some remarks on the subject of legal education, and 
said it would intercst many gentlemen present to hear that 
it was in contemplation to materially increase the number of 
honours, in fact, to have two honour cl-sses in the final 
examination. Of course no student need go in for hononrs 
unless be wished to do so. Another very important change 
was made on Friday last in the appointment of a reader. 
London students would alone have the advantage of his 
services. He thought the appointment would be of great 
advantage to the younger students. It had been suggested 
that each provincial centre might have its reader, If that 
were carried out it was very likely that some help would be 
rendered by the central society. He believed that the heads 
of firms would rejoice to see a well-qualified person 
appointed to superintend the grounding of students in the 
early part of their career in the principles of law. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

On the proposition of Mr. Saunpens it was decided to 
increase the committee from twenty-one to twenty-five 
members. 

Mr. Buitex brought before the meeting the subject of the 
preparation and alteration of bills of sale, as aff.oted by 
the recent Act relating thereto. He was given to under- 


In regard to their finances it was gratifying to find that | re. ena 


Mr. Pinsent thought that the question ought to be left 
to the good taste and the discretion of the practitioner. It 
had recently been enacted that loan offices must have their 
tills of sale attested before a solicitor, in order that the per- 
son might understand what he was doing. That was simply 
done as a guarantee that the person who was giving the 
bill of sale might know what he was signing, and it might 
be left to the discretion of the legal practitioner to attest. 
only bills of sale that had a dond fide appearance, 

Mr. JosepH Row.anops said he felt that immense abuses 
had been committed by means of bills of sale, and he had 
read the Act attentively to see whether it was intended to 
apply a remedy to those abuses. Ie had come to the con- 
clusion that the Legislature simply intended by the new and 
compulsory Act to provide as far as it could, by means 
therein stated, that every person who signed a bill of sale 


of sale. It seemed that the remedy the Legislature pro- 
vided was the best that could possibly be resorted to—namely, 
that every bill of sale to be valid must be attested by the 
solicitor, and that in the attestation he must state that he 
had, previously to its being signed, read it over to the person 
who had given the bill of sale. In considering the question 
as to whether a solicitor ought to attest a document pre- 
pared by an unqualified person, he thought they must leave: 
it to be dealt with by the members of the profession, who 
At the same 
time, he could not help thinking that if a bill of sale were 
brought to a member of the profession avowedly prepared by 
a non-pro‘essional person he should not only decline to sign 
it, but should also bring the matter before the law society.. 
If the members would bring cases of legal work being pre- 
pared by unqualified persons before the law society, a geeat 


| many of the abuses they heard of would be prevented. 











On the proposition of the Cuairman, who expressed an. 
opinion that the subject was of importance to the profession, 
it was resolved that the committee be requested to consider 
the question of the duties of solicitors with regard to the 
attestation of bills of sale under the new Act. 

Mr. Prysest called the attention of the meeting to the 
fact that in Manchester the members of the profession were 
able to get deeds stamped without sending them to London. 
—It was resolved that the committee be ie wees to take 
steps to obtain for Birmingham the same privileges as regards 
stamping deeds as are enjoyed by Manchester. 

The retiring members of the committee were re-elected, 
and Messrs. M. A. Fitter, J, Rowlands, T, Smith, and W. RB. 
Wills were elected new members of that body. 





The report of the committee, among other matters, dis 
cusses the following :— 

Bankruptey Law.—The Government Bill for the amend- 
ment of the law of bankruptcy was last year re-introd 
into the House of Commons with some slight modifica 
tions, and the attention of your committee was at once 
directed thereto, Your committee wore unanimously of 
opinion that an amendment of the Act of 1869 was prefer- 
able to the repeal of the Act and the substitution 
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ofa new code, but it soon became unnecessary to farther 

consider the question, as it was evident, from the state of 

public business, that no measure on the subject would be 
in the then session. 

County Court Bills.—The four Biils brought before the 

islature, as also the evidence given before the select 
committee of the House of Commons, to whom such Bills 
were referred, was carefully considered by your committe», 
but as their views were brought before the committce by 
other witnesses, it was not thought necessary to tender 
further evidence to the same effect on behalf of your society. 
Your committee’s attention will be at once directed to any 
Bills which may be introduced to the Legislature to give 
effect to the recommendations of the select committee. 

The suggestion of the Nottingham Law Society to give to 
county courts a jurisdiction under the Settled Estates Act 
upto £500, had the cordial support of your committee. 

Land Titles and Transfer,—The excitement caused by the 
“Dimsdale frauds” led to the appointment, on the motion 
of Mr, Osborne Morgan, Q.C., of a select committee of the 
House of Commons “to inquire and report whether any and 
what steps ought to be taken to simplify the title to land and 
to facilitate the transfer thereof, and to prevent frauds on 

ers and mortgagees of land.” The committee com- 
menced its eittings on the 28th of May, and between that 
date and the 12th of July inclusive held eleven sittings and 
examined eighteen witnesses. Of these witnesses four were 
officials at present or formerly connected with the Land 
Title Registration Office in London or in Australia. One 
was the deputy-registrar of the West Riding of Yorkshire. 
Two were conveyancing counsel. Seven were London 
solicitors. Two were secretaries of building societies, and of 
the remaining two one was a Scotch solicitor, and the other 
(Mr. George Whitcombe, of Gloucester) was the only pro- 
vincial solicitor examined. 

As soon as the committee beyan its sittings, a meeting in 
London of the Associated Provincial Law Societies was 
convened for the 7th, and adjourned to the 21st of June, at 
both of which meetings your society wes represented by Mr. 
G. J. Johnson. 

The following resolutions were passed at these meetings :— 

Ist.—‘‘ That it is expedient to offer evidence on behaif of 
the country Jaw societies before Mr. Osborne Morgan’s com- 
mittee,” 

2n1.—“That the measures successively passed in the 
ee 1862 and 1875, for the registration of land, have 

iled to obtain the adhesion of owners of property, and are 
practically a dead letter.” 

8rd.— That the objections which deter owners from 
seeking to place their property on the register of title ap- 
pear to be inherent in the systems which have been offered 
to them by the Acts of 1862 and 1875.” 

4th—“ That with the view of removing some of these 
objections, it might be desirable to amend the ‘ Land 
Transfer Act, 1875,’ by providing that landowners should 
have power to remove their land from the register, retain- 
ing, nevertheless, the benefit of a declaration of the title 
absolute or otherwise at the date of removal.” 

5th.—‘‘ That the improvements in the law of real prop- 
erty, effected by the Transfer of Property Act, the Aots 
. teélating to trustees and mortgagees, the Real Property 

Limitation Act, the Vendor and Parohaser Act, the Settled 
Estates Act, and other recent statutes, indicate the direc- 
‘tion which further legislation may usefully take, and that 
such further legis!ation should (amongst other things) pro- 
vide for an amendment of the law as regards notice, and 
lien for judgment and Crown debts and succession duty.” 

6th.—* That whilst no system of registration which has 
hitherto been devieed can be relied on as an absolute pre- 
Ventive of fraud, any system of registration will necessarily 
ceasion considerable cost and some delay in dealing with 
real property.” 

The names of several provincial solicitors, including two 
members of your committee, were to be submitted to Mr. 
Osborne Morgan as witnesses, whom it would be expedient 
to examine upon the subjects referred to the committee. 

Mr, Osborne Morgan's committee reported at the end of 

© session that they had not concluded their investigation, 
aod recommended their re-appointment in the present 
setaion, which bas now been done. 

Bitls of Sale Act, 1878.—This Act, in addition to altera- 

of minor importance, makes a complete change in the 
t of an ordinary mortgage as regards trade fixtures. 











Disregardiog the ol. test of fixture or no fixture, it specifies 
certain articles such as steam engines, &c., which will pass, 
as heretofore, by a mortgage of the buildings to which they 
are affixed, and provides that all other articles of machiners 
are to be deemed personal chattels, so that any security te 
affect them will require to be registered as a bill of sale. 

As first introduced into the Commons, the clauses as te 
trade fixtures were obscure and unworkable, and your com- 
mittee presented a petition, and enlisted the valuable aid of 
Mr. P. H. Muntz, M.P., and other members in opposition 
thereto, the clause being struck out of the Bill in committee, 
but ultimately re-inserted in an amended form on the report. 
When the Bill reached the House of Lords, your committee 
re-stated their objections in a communication to the law 
lords, and freely acknowledge that, in point of form, the 
clause was still further improved by the amendments mads 
by their lordships. 

Experience of the working of the Act which is nowin 
operation will show whether the abolition of the old and 
well-understood test, and the substitution therefor of pro- 
tection to the excepted articles mentioned in the Act, will 
not have the effect of diminishing the value as a security of 
manufacturing property used in the staple trades of this dis- 
trict, and especially of ironworks, the provisions of the Act 
being applicable rather to machinery used in textile manu- 
factures, than to the industries of Birmingham and South 
Staffordshire. 

Assize District.—Your committee have not lost sight of 
this important question, and in June last memorialized the 
town council, urging the commencement and active prosecu- 
tion of the works in connection with the erection of the 
courts and offices on the site acquired for the purpose, the 
non-existence of such courts being the only obstacle to the 
grant of an assize to Birmingham. The erection of the courts 
will not, your committee trust, be much longer deferred by 
the town council, seeing how important is an assize here fcr 
the due administration of justice in so lerge a community. 





Zeqal News. 


A Bill to provide, after the mode of the Code Napoleon, 
for the amount of punishment to be awarded upon the con- 
viction of criminals, has been introduced in the Jersey 
States Assembly. Under the existing system, the Crown 
officer, who conducts all prosecutions, asks the court te 
pronounce such sentence as he deems fit, and it is alleged 
that this frequently leads to punishment totally dispropor- 
tionate to the character of the offence. 


In the course of the arguments in a case of Durant v. 
Arnold, on the 25th ult., which was an administration suit, 
Vice-Chancellor Malins said his attention had been called 
to some observations which had been made in a recent case 
by Lord Justice James in reference to the mode in which 
costs might be multiplied in administration actions by the 
unnecessary attendance of parties. It was there stated 
that the practice in the chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls was to fix at the commencement of the proceedings 
in an admizistration action what person or persons should 
be entitled to attend at the cost of the estate. Lord 
Justice James thought this was a very convenient practice 
and that it should be universally adopted. He (the Vice- 


. Chancellor) considered it right to state that the same 


practice was now and had always been adopted in his 
chambers. 


The American legal journals notice the deavh of Caled 
Cushing, who was, says the Centra Law Journal, equally 
distinguished as a lawyer, diplomatist, judge, and soldier. 
He graduated at Harvard College at the age of seventeen, 
He commenced practice as a lawyer in 1822. In 1852 he 
was appointed an associate justice of the Supreme Judicial 
Court of Massachusetts, but resigned a year later to accept 
the office of Attorcey-General of the United States, which 
held for four years. In 1866 he was appointed one of the 
board to codify and revise the laws of the United States—a 
work of considerable responsibility and difficulty. He was 
one of the counsel for the United States at the Geneva Con- 
feronce for settling the Alabama Claims, Dissatisfied with 
the course of Sir Alexander Cockburn, the British m bitrator, 
he criticised it severely in a volume published in 1873, called 
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‘‘ The Treaty of Washington.”’ Mr. Cushing was nominated 
in January, 1874, for the office of Chief Justice of the United 
States, but subsequently, and probably to prevent its rejec- 
tion by the Senate, the nomination was withdrawn. 





Obituary. 


MR. HENRY HUGHES. 


Mr. Henry Hughes, solicitor, died suddenly, at his 
residence, The Bower, Maidstone, on the 22nd ult. Mr. 
Hughes was admitted a solicitor in 1851, and had ever since 
practised at Maidstone. He was for many years in partner- 
ship with his father-in-law, the late Mr. Knowles King, 
and more recently had been associated with his brother-in- 
law, Mr. Stephen Henman King, and his private practice 
was very extensive. Mr. Hughes took at all times an active 
part in local and municipal business. In 1871 he was 
elected a town councillor for the West Borough Ward, in 
1873-4 he served the office of Mayor of Maidstone, and in 
1877 he was placed in the commission of peace for the 
borough. He discharged his official duties with great 
ability, and his business-like habits and soundness of judg- 
ment gave him a very great influence in the deliberations of 
the town council. Mr. Hughes was a Conservative, and a 
liberal supporter of all church institutions and charities. 
He leaves a widow and nine children. He was buried at 
Bexley on the 27th ult. 





MR. EDWARD WILSON LANDOR. 


Mr. Edward Wilson Landor, solicitor, died at Perth, 
West Australia, on the 24'h of October last. Mr. Landor 
was the son of the late Mr. Walter Landor, solicitor, of 
Rugeley. He was admitted a solicitor in 1837, and for 
four or five years practised at Rugeley in partnership with 
his father. He then spent several years in Australia, after 
which he practised in the City of London, first at 2, St. 
Mary-at-Hill, and afterwards (in partnership with Mr. 
Frederick Buckle) at 25, Eastcheap. In 1860 he relinquished 
his London business and returned to Australia, and practised 
for several years at Perth, and since 1865 he had filled the 
Office of police magistrate at that place. Mr. Landor was a 
near relation of the well-known Walter Savage Landor, and 
was himself known aganaathor. He published “ Adventures 
in the North of Enrope,” in 1836; ‘‘The Bushman; or, Life 
in a New Colony,” in 1847; and “ Lofoden; or, the Hills of 
Norway,” in 1849. He was a man of genial and kindly 
disposition, with great powers of humour, and his death 
will be lamented by many friends in England. Mr. Landor 
— a widower a few years ago, and he leaves several 

ren. 





MR. RAYNER WINTERBOTHAM. 


Mr. Rayner Winterbotham, of Field House, Stroud, died 
at Clevedon on the 12th inst. Mr. Winterbotham was the 
son of the Rev. William Winterbotham. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1824, and for about twenty-five years carried on 
business at Cheltenham, and was associated with Mr. John 
Brend Winterbotham and with Mr. Richard Liddell. He 
retired from practice about thirty years ago, and was shortly 
afterwards placed in the commission of the peace for 
Gloucestershire. He was an active magistrate for the 
Stroud Division, and frequently took in discussions at 
the quarter sessions, being at all times an advocate for 
ecomomy in matters of county administration. He also 
actively supported the interests of the Liberal party in the 

and county. 

The Stroud Journal says of Mr. Winterbotham:—He 
took @ leading part in all matters of local and public 
interest, and was 2 warm advocate of every educational 
pa Daring the earlier years of his residence, more 
especially, he took an active part in politics. He was a 
Literal of moderate type, but Pa and unflinching in his 
advocacy of principles; politician of rare judgment and 
tactical skill, his experience constituted him the Nestor of 
his party. As a lie he had few local equals; 


speaker 
his style—although not addressed to the masses—being most 
cultivated and refined, and of the purest diction. Mr, Win- 
texbotham beld the post of chairman of the Stroud Bench of 





Magistrates, and was most indefatigable and conscientious in 
the discharge of the duties of his post. He also took an 
active part in the conduct of magisterial business at 

sessions. As chairman of the County Finance Committee he 
exercised a strict supervision over the county expenditure, 
and his experience and character constituted him a power in 
all quarter sessional questions. Mr. Wioterbotham was q 
thorough and sincere Nonconformist, but of the broadest 
and most liberal type. In this, as in everything else, hig 
views were marked by moderation and tempered by Chris. 
tian love and charity. For many months past he had been 
in a weak and sinking condition, and he died on Sunday 
evening at the ripe age of eighty, his end being ag 
peaceful as his life. He was buried on Thursday in the 
a churchyard of Clevedon, near to the grave of 

allam, the historian. 








Apputiturents, Ete. 


Mr. Henry Lonetey, barrister, has been appointed 
Second Commissioner of Charities for England and Wales, 
in succession to Mr. Francis Offley Martin, deceased. Mr, 
Longley is the son of the Most Reverend Charles Thomas 
Longley, D.D., late Archbishop of Canterbury. He was 
formerly student of Christchurch, Oxford, where he 
graduated second class in litere humaniores in 1856, and he 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1860, 
He formerly practised in the Court of Chancery, being also 
a member of the Northern Circuit. Mr. Longley was for 
several years an inspector to the Local Government Board, 
and he was appointed an endowed schools commissioner in 

874. 


Mr. WituraAM Joun WILkrInson, solicitor (of the firm of 
Wilkinson & Son), of 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields and Ealing, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 








THE LAW OF BANKRUPTCY. 


Tue following memorial on the amendment of the present 

bankruptcy law has been sent to the First Lord of the Trea- 

sury by fifty of the leading merchants and banking honsesia 

the City. 

“To ee Right Hon. the Earl of Beaconsfield, K.G., First 
Lord of the Treasury. 

“‘ The memorial of the undersigned bankers and merchants 
of the City of London showetb,— 

‘* That your memorialists are, and have been for many 
years, largely engaged in banking and commerce, and, by 
reason of the extent and character of their transactions, hase 
had ample means of observing the effect of the Bankruptcy 
Act of 1869, both as regards creditors and debtors; and your 
memorialists have to represent to your lordship, and the 
Government of which you are the head, that the experience 
of every year adds largely to the body of disastrous facts 
which show that the speedy amendment of the Act of 1869 
has become one of the most urgent necessities of the time, 
both in the interest of the mercantile class and for the main- 
tenance of that high tone of commercial morals and honour 
for which this country has been distinguished, 

‘* The defects of the present bankruptey law may be shortly 
stated as follows:— 

‘1, It affords new and vicious facilities to insolvent persons 
to escape from the reasonable control and supervision of their 
creditors by private arrangements wholly beyond the juris- 
diction of any public court or judge. ion by reason of 
these facilities, it is the fact that every year there is an in- 
creasing number of cases in which the grievous and dangerous 
ecandal is exhibited of men failing for vast liabilities, and 
finding it easy, in consequence of the defects of the present 
law, to get their speedy discharge by the payment of no divi- 
dend, or a dividend of some small fraction of a pound, or even 
shilling, and without being subjected to any ient investi- 
gation of thelr affairs, or of the conduct and proceedings 
which have led to their insolvency. 

‘*2. That the present law is rendered practically nugatory, 
by leaving to those who bave already incurred losses the in- 
vestigation of the bankrupt’s affairs, and has laid upon them 
the obligation of exporing the misconduct of bankrupts, which, 
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in the plain interests of public morality and commercial 
policy, should be dealt with not as a private matter, but by 
apublic court and judge. Experience has amply proved 
reliance on Creditors to perform these onerous and 

y functions is entirely futile. Tho Bankruptcy Act of 
1861 did contain in clause 159 provisions for the inter- 
ace and action of the court in all cases of misconduct on 
the part of the bankrupt, with a view to his exposure and 
ishment ; but in consequence of the failure of legislation 

to provide an efficient court and judge, these most salutary 

rovisions were never enforced, 

«3, That owing tothe rapid growth and increasing com- 
plexities of modern business, as carried on by private partner- 

and joint-stock companies, limited and unlimited, 
Eoglish and foreign, it has become perfectly clear that until 
there is established a Court of Bankruptcy under the presi- 
dency of a judge, distinguished asa mercantile lawyer, and 
free to give his whole time and attention to the administra- 
ton of his court, it is — that insolvent debtors ean 
be adequately dealt with by means of public judicial process, 
and the estates appertaining to them expeditiously and 
economically distributed. ‘The same remark is applicable to 
the winding-up of joint-stock companies: a branch of insol- 
vent business of increasing extent, and untortanately of in- 
creasing notoriety for scandals and failures of justice. Your 
memorialists desire to represent that, in their opinion, 
great public advantage would arise by the assignment to 
the efficient court and judge—which they respectfully but 
earnestly recommend—not only of the insolvency business 
arising from the failare of private persons and firms, but 
also arising from the failure of joint stock companies, as 
well as from the estates of deceased insolvent debtors. 

‘Your memorialists are sensible that your lordship’s 
Government, represented by the Lord Chancellor and the 
Attorney-General, did, in the last three sessions of 1876, 
1877, and 1878, present to Parliament Bills for the amend- 
ment of the present bankruptcy law. 

“These Bills were from various causes prevented from 
becoming law; and your memorialists now respectfully, 
but very earnestly, urge upon your lordship that the Bill 
of 1878—with such additions as may be necessary to cure 
effectually the defects set forth in this memorial—be re- 
introduced at an early period of the coming session, and 
that the passage of the Bill be made a leading Government 
question,” 








County Courts. 


ST. ALBANS. 
Before James WuicHaM, Esq., Jadge.) 
Jan, 24,—IJn re Laidman, 


Grain, on behalf of the Incorporated Law Society, made 
an application in the matter of the proceedings against 
James John Beard Black, the trustee appointed in Laid- 
man’s bankruptcy, for his committal to prison for contempt 
of court in not obeying the order of the court. The facts 
were stated anée, p. 178. 

W. A. Pocock appeared for Black. 

His Honour eaid :—I think Mr. Pocock has said all that 
Could be said on behalf of his client, and said it, too, very 
concisely, It appears to me that the trustee has been 
Contumacious, and has been disobedient to the order of the 
court. It is not so much a matter of being in contempt of an 
individual officer of the court, or of the court itself, but it is 
disobedience to the order of a courtof competent jarisdiction. 
He was ordered to do certain oe and those things he 
might easily have done, and if he had the money he 
could have obeyed the order with the greatest possible 
ease, whatsoever the remuneration might te, and that 
rrp have been taxed by the court. Now, seeing the 
difficulties of commerce, and also the difficulty of getting 
people to fulfil their proper duties—and especially in 
these bankruptcy and liquidation proceedings—ard sceing 
the great danger there is of moneys being lost wnd dissipated, 
and of the creditors not baving one farthing of the money 
they ought to have, itis incumbent upon courts of justice, 
and especially thoss having the immediate supervision of 
the law of bankruptcy to see that the orders of the court are 
obeyed, I propose to make an order that this gentleman be 





imprisoned until he has purged himself of his contumacy 
and disobedience to the oma the court. Unless he has 
done that he is committed. Bat, in view of giving him an 
opportunity of doing what is his duty, and what is quite 
reasonable, he may have a fortnight in which the warrant 
shall remain in the office, and he may have the opportunity 
of arranging with his friends to help him to do that which 
is required to be done. He will lose nothing and his-solici- 
tor will lose nothing by it. This action puts a lever upon 
people who are engaged in the administration of the bank- 
ruptcy law.and who would bring the whole-bankraptcy law 
to . scandal. His Honour then repeated the terms of the 
order. 

Grain said he should offer no opposition to an extension 
of time ; all they wanted was to bring people to book. 

Pocock asked that the time be extended until after the 
hearing of the appeal. 

His Honour would not object to that, but it was in- 
definite, and might be postponed and postponed. He would 
say that day four weeks. The warrant should remain in the 
office until that day month. 

Pocock gathered that if Mr. Black made a proper case his 
Honour might probably further extend the time. 

His Honour: I think it is not at all unlikely. 

Grain then asked what order his Honour would make as 
to ccsts, 

His Honour said he should let the subject stand over 
until the next court day. 

The Court then rose. 





Pew OrVers, Ete. 


THE SETTLED ESTATES ACT, 1877. 
(Continued from page 193.) 
APPENDIX. 
No. 1.—Form of Trrte of Partition and other proceeaiags. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division, 
The Master of the Rolls 
(or the Vice-Chancellor Malins 
or other Vice-Chancellor). 
In the Matter of Estates settled by A.B. (or A.B. 
and others) by will dated (or deed dated 
) consisting of certain lands (or messuages 
or tenements) in intheparishof in the 
county of 
And in the Matter of the Sett ed Estates Act, 
1877. 


No, 2.—Form or Scaaons for directions as to service of 
notice pursuant to the 26th section of the Act. 
(Title same as Petition.) 
Let all parties concerned attend at my chambers at 
on at o'clock on the hearing of an application on the 
part of [the petitioners] that notice of the application 
intended to be made by a petition presented in the above 
matters on the day of requiring A.B. and C.D. 
severally to notify whether he assents to or dissents from 
such application, or submite his rights and interests so far 
as they may be affected by such application to be dealt with 
by the court, may be given by [state the manner in which it 
is proposed to give the notice, and the time within which 
the notification is to be required] or in such other manner 
as the judge may think fit. 
Dated this day of 


This summons was takea out by of  % solicitors for 
the applicant. 
No. 3.—Form oF Notice pursuant to section 26 of the 


Act. 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Division, 

The Master of the Rolls 
(or the Vice-Chancellor Malins 

or other Vice-Chancellor). 

(Tile same as Petition.) 

Take notice that [name petitioners and their aldresses 
as in petition) bave presented a petition in the above 
matters praying that [as in petition, but describing the 
lands, messuages, or tenements as in the peg and it 
is intended to apply to the said court for an order In accor 
dance with such prayer, and you are [severally] hereby 
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required to notify in writing within after the service 
hereof whether you assent to or dissent from such applica- 
tien, or submit your rights or interests so far as they may 
be affected by such application to be dealt with by the court, 
such notification is to be delivered to the petitioners’ 
solicitors, or left for them at the address specified at the foot 
hereof, and may be eo delivered by transmitting the same to 
them by post at such address. 

If no notification shall be so delivered or left within the 
time above limited you will be deemed to have submitted 
your rights and interests to be dealt with by the court. 

In the event of your dissenting from such application and 
desiring to be heard in opposition to the application you are 
by your notification to require notice to be given to or left 
for you or your solicitor at a place to be specified within 
three miles from the site of Temple Bar, London, of the day 
on which the petition is fixed for hearing. 

You or your solicitor can, upon reasonable notice to the 
under-named A. & B., inspect and peruse the petition with- 
out payment of any fee, and you are entitled at your own 
expense to have a copy of such petition furnished to you. 

Dated the day of 
A 


A. & B. 
[Address within three miles of the site of 
Temple Bar, London. | 
Petitioners’ Solicitors. 
To [name the person or all persons to be served pursuant 
to the above section]. 
Norg.—A copy of the above notice, with a notifica- 
tion at the foot thereof to be filled up by 
you, is sent herewith. 


No. 4.—-Form to accompany Notice pursuant to section 26 
of the Act. 
Copy Notice. 

In pursuance of a notice, of which the above is a copy, 
served on me on the day of , L hereby notify that I* 

Datedthis day of 

To Messrs. ; 

No. 5.—Form of Summons for ApPotnTMENT of &@ GUARDIAN 
of an InranT, and for leave for the Guardian to make or 
consent to au Application. 

(Title same as petition.) 

Let all parties concerned attend at my chambers at ’ 
on , at o’clock, on the hearing of an application on 
the part of [the petitioners]. 

That A.B. or some other proper person may be appointed 
‘guardian of C.D., an infant, and that E.F. or some other 
proper person may be appointed guardian of G.H., an 
infant, for the purpose of making on behalf of such infants 
(or consenting on behalf of such infants to) an application 
proposed to be made by a peti'ion presented on the day 
of » by the above-named applicants for an order in 
accordance with the prayer of such petition, and (in case the 
infants are tenantsin tail) that such guardians may be 
directed to make (or consent to) such application. 

Dated this 

This summons was taken out by of 
*he applicants. 


No. 6.—Form of Summons for ApposntM-NT of a 
GvarDIAN of an InFanrT to be served with Notice of an 
Application, and for leave for the Guardian to deliver a 
notification pursuant to such Notice. 

(Title same as petition.) 

Let all parties concerned attend at my chambers at 
on, at o'clock, on the hearing of an application 
on the part of [the petitioners]. 

That A.B. or some other proper person may be appointed 
guardian of C.D., «an infant, and that EF, or 
some other proper person, may be appointed guardian 
of G.H., an infant, for the purpose of being served 
with a notice requiring them on behalf of such infants, 
within _—_clear days after service thereof, to notify whether 
they assent to or dissent from an application proposed to be 


» Solicitors for 





* Here insert ‘‘ asseat to the application,” or ‘ dissent from 
the application,” or “‘ submit my rights and interests so far as 
they may be affected by the application to be dealt with by the 


And if you dissent and desire to be heard in opposition thereto, 
add ‘‘ And I desire to be heard in opposition to the application, 
and require notice to be given to at [naming a place within 
ibree miles of the site of Temple Bar, London] of the day fixed 
for the hearing of the petition.” 

* Signature and address. 


made by a _— presented on the day of the 
above-named applicants for an order in accordance wi the 
prayer of such petition, or submit the infants’ righty or 
interests so far as they may be affected by such appli tion 
to be dealt with by the court, and (in case the infants are 
tenants in tail) that such guardians may be directed to 
notify that they, on behalf of such infants, assent to (or 
dissent from) such application (or submit the infant's rights 
or interests, so far as they may be affected by such applica. 
tion to be dealt with by the court). 
Dated this day of 


This summons was taken out by _ off 


the applicants, ’ solicitors for 


No. 7.—Form of Request to appoint a person to examine a 
Married Woman. 
(Title same as petition.) 

The petitioners in a petition presented in these 
matters on the day of , request that A.B. of, &, 
(C.D. of, &e., and E.F. of, &c.*], being a solicitor [or 
solicitors], and a perpetual commissioner [or perpetual com. 
missioners] to take the acknowledgments of deeds by 
married women, may be appointed for the purpose of any or 
either of them examining the petitioners G. the wife of H.1, 
and K. the wife of L.M., and N, the wife of O.P., of, &¢.,, 
respectively touching their knowledge of the nature and 
effect of the application intended to be made by the petition, 
and to ascertain whether they the said G.I. and KM. 
respectively freely desire to make such application, and 
whether she the said N.P. freely desires to consent to such 
application. 

We, the solicitors for the petitioners, hereby certify that 
neither of them, the said A.B., C.D., and E.F. is the solicitor 
for the petitioner, or for any party whose concurrence or 
consent to the application is required. 

Dated this day of ; 

A. aud B. solicitors for the petitioners, 
Address. 

The Master of the Rolls [or the Vice-Chincellor 
appoints the said for the purposes mentioned in the 
shove request. ns 


Chief Crk. 


No. 8.—Form of Summovys to appoint porsons to examine 
Married Women, 

Let all parties concerned attend at my chambers at 
on at o’clock, on the hearing of an application on the 
part of , the petitioners in a petition presented in this 
matter onthe dayof _, that A.B. of, &., and C.D. 
of, &c. [and if the married women are within the jurisdic- 
tion, add being solicitors] be appointed for the purpose of 
any or either of them ie the petitioners G. the wife 
of H.T.,’and K. the wife of L.M., and N. the wife of 0.P,, 
of, &e., respectively touching their knowledge of the nature 
aud effect of the application intended to be made by the said 
petition, and to ascertain whether they the said G.I. and 
K.M. freely desire to make such application, and whether 
| she the said N.P. freely desires to consent to such applica- 

tion. 
| Dated this day of 
| ‘Thissummonswas taken by __, of 
| applicant. 





solicit:rs for the 


No. 9.— Form of Examination of a MARniep WoMAN 
making or assenting to an Application. 
(Title same as petition.). 

The examination of the petitioner G. the wife of HJ, 
and K. the wife of L.M., and of N. the wife of O.P. olf 

We, the said G.J., K.M., and N.P., having been this day 
respectively examined apart from our respe:tive husbands 
touching our knowledge of the nature and effect of an 
application intended to be made t> the High Court of 
Justice by a petition in this matter onthe day of 
by us the said G.J. and K.M. and others, for answer thereto 
severally say that we are aware of the nature and effect of 
the said intended applications and we the said G.J. aud 











* Name such as may be required to examine all the married 





women who are to be examined. 
¢ Insert the names of all who can be conveniently examined 
by the same persen ard at the same time, 
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Li severally tresly desire to make such application, and I, apply to the said court Sy motion for leave to be heard 
jo mid N.P., freely desire to consent to such application. | in opposition to or in support of such application. The 
Jy witness our hands this _—day of petition may be inspected on application to Messrs. A. and 
Witness to the signature of the B. of _, the solicitors for the petitioners. 
uid G.J., K.M., and N.P. 


-R. 
” Address, 
[To be at the foot of the above Examination.] 


go, 10, —For of CertiFicaTe of Examination of MARRIED 
Women making or assenting to an Application. 

J, the undersigned A.B., being the person appointed by 

ihe Master of the Rolls or the Vice-Chancellor _for the 

of examining the above-named G. the wife of 

il, K. the wife of I..M., and N. the wife of 0.P., hereby 

that I have this day of examined the said 

J, K.M., and N.P. apart from their respective husbands 

tuching their knowledge of the nature and effect of the 

ion intended to be made by the petition above re- 

fared to, and I have taken such examination in writing as 

shove set forth, and I farther certify that at the time of 

goh examination I explained to them the nature and 

efeot of the said application, and I am satisfied that they 

wero aware of the nature and effect of such application, 

and that they the said G.I. and K.M. freely desire to make 

thesaid application, and that the said N.P. freely desires 
to consent to the said application. 


No, 11.—Form of ArFipavir verifying Examination. 
(Title as in petition.) 
1,Q.R. of __, make oath and say that I was present and 
didsee G.J.. K.M., and N.P., respectively named in the 
shove petition, sign the examination or paper writin 
annexed hereto and now produced and shown to me marke 
4,,and that the signatures G.I, K.M., and N.P. attached 
thereto are respectively the proper handwritings of G. the 
wieof H.J.of ,K.thewifeof L.M.of  , and N. the 
wife of O.P. of - And I further say that I was present 
and did see A.B. sign the certificate or paper writing annexed 
hereto and now produced and shown to me marked B., and 
that the signature A.B. attached thereto is the proper 
handwriting of A.B., of &. And I say that the signature 
QR, attached to the said paper writings as a witness is my 
handwritin g. 
No, 12.—Form of Noricz pursuant to the 30th section 
of the Act. 
(Title same as petition.) 
In the High Court of Justice, 
Chancery Divisior, 
Master of the Rolls 
[or the Vice-Chancellor Malins 
or other Vice-Chancellor]. 

Take notice that [name petitioners and their addresses 
w in petition] have presented a petition in the above 
matters praying that [as in petition, but describing the 

essnages, or te ts, as in the petition], and it 
isintended to apply to the said court for an order in ac- 
ce with such prayer. This notice is given to you in 
pursuance of the above Act, because you are seised or pos- 
sessed of an estate in trust for » whose consent or con- 
currence to or in the application is required by the Act. 
You or your solicitors can upon reasonable notice to the 
tder-named A. and B. inspect and peruse the petition at 
address specified at the foot hereof without payment of 
any fee, and you are entitled at your expense to have a 
‘py of such petition furnished to you. 
Dated this day of ; 
A. & B. 
Address, 
Solicitors for the petitioners. 

To _ the persons to be served pursuant to the above 

on]. 





No,.13.—Form of Notice to be inserted in newspapers if 
directed pursuant to the 31st section. 
(Title as in Petition.) 

By direction of the Master of the Rolls (or the Vice- 
ancellor ), notice is hereby given that an application 
by petition has been made to the cvurt of the said judge 
or a sale or for powers to grant leases of the above-men- 
tioned hereditaments (or otherwise according to the cir- 
Cumatances), and the court has directed the application to 
‘be adjourned (or adjourned till ), and any person 


whether interested in the estate or not, may on or before 
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Zaw Student’s Sourmal. 
COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. . 


Easter ExAMInation, 1879. 
Examination of Candidates for Pass Certificates. 
a attention of students is requested to the following 
rules :— 

No student admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar required by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz., (1) Roman law; (2) The law 
—— and personal property ; (3) Common law; and (4) 

uity. 

o student admitted after the 3lst of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call to the bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms ; except that students admitted after that 
day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in October next, to which a 
student of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a ceriificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, will be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Thursday, the -20th day o 
March next ; and he will further be required to state in 
writing whether his object in offering himself for examina- 
tion is to obtain a certificate prelimimary to acall to the 
bar; or whether he is merely desirous of passing the 
examination in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will commence on Tuesday, the 1st 
day of April next, and will be continued on the Wednes- 
day, Thursday, and Friday following. 

It will take place in the -hall of Lincoln’s-inn ; and the 
doors will be closed ten minutes after the time appointed for 
the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order:—Tuesday morning, April 1, at 
ten, on the law of real and personal property ; Wednesday 
morning, April 2, at ten, on common law; Thursday 
morning, April 3, at ten, ou equity; Friday morning, 
April 4, at ten, on Roman law; Friday afternoon, 
April 4, at two, on constitutional law and legal history. 

The ora] examination will be conducted in the same 
order, and on the same subjects, as above appo'nted for the 
examination by printed questions. 

Nore.—Only students admitted prior to Jannary 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law; common law or equity ; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects:—The creation, 
devolution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
estates, and interests in and powers over real and personal 
property, including estates and interests, by way of statu- 
tory use, and of trust. Candidates will be examined in the 
elements of the foregoing subjects. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow- 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) The law of 
torts; (3) Criminal law; (4) The procedure in the common 
law divisions of the High Court of Justice. Candidates 
will be examined on general and elementary principles 
of law. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of deceased persons ; 
(2) Fraud. Candidates will be examined in the above-men- 
tioned subjects. : 

The examiners in constitutional'law and legal histery 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law. 
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Candidates will be examiaed in No, 1 and No. 3 only, or in 
No. 2and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their 
option. 

Nore.—Oaly students admitte! prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law, and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 

The examiners in Roman law will examine in the Insti- 
tutes of Justinian, books 1 and 2; book 3, title 13, to the 
end of the book; book 4, titles 1 tod inclusive. 


ee 
Trinity Examination, 1879. 


Examination of Candidates for Studentships, Honours, and 
Pass Certificates. 


i attention of students is requested.to the following 
rules :— 

As an encouragement to students to stuly jurisprudence 
and Roman law, twelve studeatships of one hundred 
guineas each shall be established, and divided equally into 
two classes; the first class of studentships to continue for 
two years, and to be open for competition to any student 
as to whom not more than four terms shall have elapsed 
sinc he kept his first term; and the second class to con- 
tinue for one year only, and to be open for competition to 
any student, not then already entitled to a studentship, 
as to whom not less than four and not more than eight terms 
shell have elapsed since he kept his first term ; two of each 
class of such studentships to be awarded by the counci', on 
the recommendation of the committee, after every examina- 
tion before Hilary «nd Trinity Terms respectively, to the 
two students of each set of competitors who shall have 
passed the best examination in both jurisprudence and 
Roman law, But the committee shall not be obliged 
to recommend any student-h'p to be awarded if the result 
of the examination be such as in their opinion not to justify 
such recommendation. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
call to the bar requircd by the four Inns of Court unless 
he shall have passed a satisfactory examination in the 
following subjects—viz.,(1) Roman law; (2) The law of 
ag personal property ; (3) Common law; and (4) 

quity. 

No student admitted after the 31st of December, 1872, 
shall be examined for call tothe bar until he shall have 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that 
day sball have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in May next, to which a 
stadent of any of the Inns of Court, who is desirous 
of becoming a candidafe fur a studentship, or honours, 
or of obtaining a certificate of fitness for esd called to 
the bar, will be edmissible. 

Eaca student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name, personally or by letter, 
at the treasurer's or steward’s office of the Inn of Court to 
which he belongs, on or before Wednesday, the 7th day of 
May next; and he will forther te required to state in 
writ'ng whether bis object in offering himself for examina- 
lion is to compete for a studentship, or honours, or of 
obtaining a certificate preliminary to a call to the bar, or 
whether be is merely desirous of passing the examination 
in Roman law under the above-stated role. 

The examination will take plice in the hall of Lincoln’s- 
inn ; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the 
time appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—Wednesday and Thursday, May 
21 and 22, at ten until one, and from two until five-on 
each day, the examination of candidates for studentships in 
jarispradence and Roman law. 

The examination of candidates for honours and pass cer- 
tificates will take place as follows :—Friday morning, May 
23, at ten, on real and personal property law ; Saturday 
morning, May 24, at ten, on common law; Monday morn- 
jag, May 26, at ten, on equity ; Tuesday morning, May 27, 
at ten, on jarispradence and Roman law ; Tuesday after- 
noon, May 27, at two, on constitutional law and legal 


The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
end on the same subjects, as above appointed for the 
examination by printed questions. 





SS 
Norr.—Only students admitted prior to January 1 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, haye an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or R 
law; common law or equity ; and real and personal Property 
law. 


Jurisprudence, International Law, and Roman Law, 


Candidates for the studentships will be examined in al thy 
following subjects :—(1)-Institutes of Gaius and 
of Justinian; (2) The Digest, book 41, titles 1 and 9. (8) 
History of Roman law; (4) Principles of jurisprudence, 
with special reference to the writings of Bentham, Austin, 
and Maine ; (5) Elements of international law ; (6) Pringj 
of private international law. Candidates for honours will 
examined in subjects numbered 1, 3, 4, and 5. Candi 
for a pass certificate will be examined in the Institutes of 
Justinian, books 1 and 2; book 3, title 13, to the eadof 
the book ; book 4, titles 1 to 5 inclasive. 

The examiner in the law of real and personal pro 
will examine in the following subjects :—The creation, de. 
volution, and disposition inter vivos, and by will, of 
and interests in, and powers over, real and personal property, 
including estates and interests, by way of statutory use, and 
of trust. Candidates for a pass certificate will be examine 
in the elements of the foregoing subjects ; candidates for 
honours will have a higher examination. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the folloy. 
ing subjects :—(1) The law of contracts ; (2) The law of 
torts; (3) Criminal law; (4) The procedure in the common 
law divisions of the High Court of Justice. Candidates for 
a pass certificate will be examined on general and ele 
principles of law; and from candidates for honours the 
examiner will require a more advanced knowledge of the ap. 
plication of those principles, and a knowledge of leading 
decisions. 

The examiner in equity will examine in the following 
subjects:—(1) Administration of estates of deceased per 
sons; (2) Fraud; (3) Election; (4) Property of married 
women. Candidates for honours will be examined in alt 
the above-mentioned subjects, Candidates for a pass certi- 
ficate in those numbered 1 and 2 only. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history 
will examine in the following books and subjects :—(l) 
Stubbs’ Constitutional History of England; (2) Hallam’s 
Constitutional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law; (4) 
The Principal State Trials of the Stuart Period; (5) 7 
concluding chapter of Blackstone’s Commentaries, 
that “On the Progress of the Laws of England.” 

Candidates for honours will be examined io all the above- 
mentioned books and subjects; candidates for a pass certifi 
cate will be examined in No, 1 and No. 3 only, or in No.2 
and No. 3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their option. 

Nore,—Only students admitted prior to January 1, 1873, 
and who are candidates for a pass certificate, have an option 
of passing in constitutional law and legal history, or Roman 
law ; common law or equity ; and real and personal prop- 
erty law. 

By order of the Council, , 
(Signed) 8. H. Wanpote, Chairman. 
Council Chamber, Linco!n’s-inn Hall, 
January 21, 1879, 





MIDDLE TEMPLE, 


Scholarships given by the Middle Temple to students of 
that society :—International and constitional law—one fifty 
guineas scholarship to Mr. T’. E. Scrutton, of Trinity College, 
Cambridge ; and one twenty guineas scholarship to Mr. 8. 4. 
Boyd, of Worcester College, Oxford. Equity—one fifty 
guineas scholarship to Mr. 8. J. F. Macleod, University 
London; and one twenty guineas scholarship to Mr. H, 
Lawless, of Trinity College, Dablin, Common law—ove 
twenty guineas scholarship to Mr. J. P. Brett, Trivity 
College, Dublin. 





CALLS TO THE BAR. 


The undermentioned gentlemen were on Monday called 
to the bar :— 

Inner TemrLe.—Walter Thomas Wragg, B.A., Oxford; 
Weatherley Phipson, B.A., Oxford ; Wordsworth 
thorpe, Cambridge ; James Walker Hartley, B.A.,; Cam: 
bridge; Frederick Percy Gosling, B.A., Oxford; Rishibat 
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aber; Arthur Antwis Hopkine, B.A., Cambridge ; 
ribald FitzGerald Law, Oxford; Richard Arthur 
pier, London; Stanley Carr Boulter, Cambridge; 
(ares Martin, LL.B., Cambridge; Sydney George Hol- 
ish LL.B., Cambridge; Francis Lauder Muirhead, 
joodon ; Woopendra Mohan Das; Frederic Morgan Hum- 
MA. Oxford; James Abram M’Carthy (holder of a 
arship in common law, awarded by the Inner 
Jaly, 1878) ; Henry de Vere Vane, B.A., Oxford; 
Solomon, B.A., Cambridge ; John Hilton Ireland, 
jay Cambridge ; Archibald Walter Fawkes, B.A., Cam- 
igo; William Hayes Fisher, B.A., Oxford; Henry 
piett Knipe, LL.B., Cambridge (holder of a pupil 
ip in common law, awarded by tke Inner 
January, 1877); and George Loyd Foster Harter, 

Rd, Oxford, Esqs. 
Moots Tempte.—W. R. Burkitt, M.A., Dublin Univer- 
sity; N. L. Haldar, Christ’s College, Cambridge; H. O. 
yore, B.A., Dublin University; H. Newson, LL.B. with 
joats, University of London (holder of a scholarship in 
itanational law, awarded by the Middle Temple); J. P. 
freard, B.A., Dublin University; W. E. Saunders (holder 
¢aseholarsbip in common law, awarded by the Middle 
Temple); A. H. Britton; H. Rimington Wilson, B.A, Trinity 
(allege, Cambridge ; Roland Butler, B.A., Queen’s College, 
(sord; J. A. Scully, B.A., University of London (holder 
ds scholarship in equity, awarded by the Middle Temple) ; 
P. 7. Pulman, B.A., Pembroke College, Oxford; and W. A. 


Burn, Esqs. 

Lmcoty’s-INN.—Hugh McNab Humphry, B.A., Oxford; 
Funk Kingsford, B.A., Oxford; Richard Wallis Cory, B.A., 
(sford ; Henry William Thomas Bowyear, B.A., Cam- 
widge ; Charles Carmichael Lacaita, M.A., Oxford; James 
Gow, jun, M.A., Cambridge, Fellow of Trinity College; 
ilfed Bouilly, late of Trinity College, Cambridge; Archibald 
(um, B.A., London University ; George Heywood Maunoir 
Sumer, B.A., Oxford; William Henry Hastings Kelke, 
MA, Oxford; Henry Whitworth Andrew, B.A., Cam- 
bridge; Henry Eugene Taunton-Collins, of Hertford College, 
Oxford; James Russell Swift; and Frederick Whinney, 
ju (studentship in jurisprudence and Roman civil law, 
GLE. Trinity Term, 1876; Lincoln’s-inn scholarship in 
common law, 1878), B.A., Oxford, Vinerian scholar, Esqs. 


Gray's-1nn.— William Tyndall Barnard, jun. ; and William 
Symon, M.A., St. Andrew’s University, Esqs. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


The following are lists of the candidates who have passed 
therecent LL.B. Examinations :—First LL.B. Examination 
(tamination for honours), jurisprudence and Roman law 
—Tint class—William Henry Upjohn (Exhibition), Gray’s- 
int, Second class—Toomas Bateman Napier, private study; 
ret Gawan Taylor, Trinity Hall, Cambridge; Thomas 

Gurney, St. John’s College, Cambridgo; Henry 
Hollier Hood Barre, and Robert Leonard, private study 
(qual). Third class—Herbert Marlow Shelverton, private 
stady; John Thomas Beadsworth Sewell, private study; 
Herbert Rooke Oldfield, private study; Reginald Barrett 

private study ; Herbert William Trenchard, B.A., 

versity College; Thomas Henry Richmond, Christ 

and Owens College; George Sydney Milton 

Johnson, Keble College, Oxford, and Arthur Henry 

Worthington, Owens College (equal); Charles Edward 
T, private study. 


Second LL.B. Examination (examination for honours), 

®mmon law and equity—Second class—Joseph Gundry 

er, private study; Philip Folliott Scott Stokes, 

BA., private study : William Percy Pain, private atudy ; 

Newson, Middle Temple, Third class—Stephon 

Williamson, private tuition; Henry Arthur Smith, 

» private study; Frederick Joseph Mogg Gould, Uni- 

Yaity College and private study, and William.Frederick 
ton, private study (equal). 





——— 





Court Papers. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rota of REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court of MuasTEr oF THE 

Date. omas. Reese. V.C. Mains. 
Monday, Feb. 3Mr.Latham Mr.Milne Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday ...... 4 Leach Merivale Ward | 
Wednesday.... 5 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Thursday .... 6 Leach Merivale Ward 
PRMRFacccssis 2 Latham Milne Pemberton 
Saturday...... 8 Leach Merivale Ward 

V.C.Bscom, V.0.Hirt, ‘MP Justice 

Monday, Feb. 3Mr, King Mr. Clowes Mr. Teesdale 
Tuesday ...... 4 Farrer Koe Holdship 
Wednesday.... 5 King Clowes Teesdale 
Thursday - 6 ~~ Farrer Koe Holdship 
Friday ........ 7 King Clowes Teesdale 
Saturday .... 8  Farcer Koe Holdship 





THE COURT OF APPEAL AT WESTMINSTER. 
Hitary Sittings, 1879. 
REVISED LIST. 
Appeals from the Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Ex- 
chequer Divisions, om = according to date of entry. 
or Judgment. 

Drew v Nunn (Q B) rule nisi granted by Couit of Appeal (ca v, 
Nov 22—present Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton) 

Bryant v Lefever & anr (C P) app of dafts from judgt of Lord 
Coleridge (c a v, Dec 12—present Lords Justices Bramwell, 
Brett, and Cottun) 

Button v O’Neill (C P) app of pltff from new tril rule dis- 
charged by Lord Coleridge and Mr. Justice Lopes (c av, Dec 
14—present Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton) 

Hayn Roman & Co v Culliford and anr (C P) app of defts from 
judgt of Mr. Justice Denman (ca v, Dec 19—present Lords 
Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton) 

The London & Brighton Ry Co v Watson (C P) app of pltff 
from judgt of Lord Coleridge and Mr Justice Lopes (c a v, 
Dec 20—present Lords Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cot:on) 

For Hearing. 


1876. 
Mayor, &c, of London v London Jvint Stock Bank (C P) app of 
defts from Lord Coleridge 
Grant & anr v The Banque Franco-Egyptienne & anr (C P) 
app of the Banque from joins co demurrers 


78. 

Davies v McVeagh (Exch) “pp of pltff from judgt at trial before 
Lord Justice Brett April 

Spackman & Wife v Gibney emmy app of deft from judgment 
at trial before Mr. Justice Grove May 7 

Lysaght v Pearson (Exch) app of deft from judgment at trial 
before Sir J F Stephev, Q er | 9 

Ayres v The Fulham District Board of Works (Exch) app of 
deft from order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and 
Baron Pollock May 20 

Girdlestone v The Brighton Aquarium Co (Exch) app of defts 
from order for new trial discharged by L C Baron and Barons 
Cleasby & Pollock May 22 

Payne v Burgess (Exch) app of defts from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Mellor May 24 

Postlethwaite v Freeland (Exch) app of pltff from order of L C 
Baron and Mr Justice Hawkins discharging order for new 
trial June 1 

Attenborough v North Eastern Ry Co (Exch) app of deft from 
judgt at trial before Mr Justice Manisty June $ 

Brittain v Rossiter (Exch) order nisi for new trial greed by 
Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, and Thesiger June 

Shackle v Unwin (Exch) app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Denman June 4 

Sorff v Vestry of Chelsea (Exch) app of pltff trom order of Baron 
Pollock discharging rule for new trial June 7 

Britton v Potier (Exch) app of pltff from L C Baron and Mr 
Justice Hawkins making rule absolute for new trial June 7 

Evans & Wife v Great Western Ry Co (Exch) app from L C 
Baron and Baron Cleasby dischargivug rule for new trial June 


15 

Orme v Shipton (Exch) SPP of pltf from judgt at trial before 
Lord Justice Bramwe!l June 25—Orwe v Shipton argument 
of rule nisi for new trial granted by Court of Ap 

Gardner v Harris (Exch) app of deft from judgt at trial before 
Mr Justice Manisty Jue 26 

Ellis & anr v Mayor, &o, of Aberystwith (Exch) app of pliffs 
from order of L C Barcn aud Baron Cleasby discharging rule 
for new trial July 1 

Harris & anr v Mobbs (Exch) app of deft from judgment at trial 
before Mr Justice Denman July 2 

p*trington v Marshall & aor (Exch) app of pltt from judgt at 
trial before Mr Justice Manisty July 3 
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Reuter, Hufeland & Co v Sala & Co (C P) app of pltffs from 
judgt of Lord Coleridge after trial without a jary July 8 

Hutton v The Panty-y-Mwyn Lead Mining Co (C P) app of 
defts fromnew trial rule discharged by Lord Coleridge and 
Justices Grove and Lindley (abated) July 10 

Thomas v Harrison & anr (Exch) app of pltff from judgt at trial 
before Mr. Justice Lopes July 10 

Woodward v Burdall (C P) app of deft from judgt of Mr Jus- 
tice Lindley on 2 July, 1878, after trial before L J Amphlett 
on 5 March, 1877 July 11 

Lees v Malins & ors (C P) app of pliff from jadgt of Lord Cole- 
ridge and Mr Justice Lopes on demr July 13 

Lee & anr v Osborne (Exch) app of deft from judgt at trial be- 
fore Mr Justice Mellor July 18 

Foster v Wright (C P) app of deft from Lord Culeridge and Mr 
Jastica Lindley on m for jadgt July 26 

Swaby v Stephenson (Exch) app of pltff from juigt at trial be- 
fore Mc Justice Lush Aug 8 

Hollingsworth v Wright (Exch) app of deft from judgt at trial 
before Mr Justice Mellor Aug 13 

In re a Musical Composition called Kathleen Mavourneen and 
Dermot Astore (Q B) app of F C Crouch from judgt of L C 
Baron and Mr Justice Mellor Aug 20 (S O for security) 

Fish & ors v Hudsoa (Exch) app of deft from Baron Pollock 
and Justice Field Aug 22 

Johnson v Lancashire & Yorkshire Ry Co (Q B) app of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at special jury trial at Lan- 
caster Aug 24 

Martin vy Mackonochie, clerk (Q B app of Lo-d Penzance from 
judgt of L C J of England and Mr. 5, ustice Mellor—Mr Jus- 
tice Lush dissentiente Aug 28—Martin v Mackonochie, clerk 
app of James Martin from same judgt Aug 28 

Wyatt v Wild & Co (C P) app of pitff from judgt at trial before 

r Justice Denman Oct 31 

Banister v The Local Authority of the County of Middlesex (C 
P) app of defts from judgt after trial before Baron Huddle- 
ston Nov4 

Taylor, extrix, &c v Grason (Q B) app of deft from judgt at 
trial before H W West, Q C, at Lancaster Novd 

Waddell v Blockey (Q B) rule nisi on application of deft granted 
Nov 7, at Westminster, by Lords Justices James, Baggallay, 
Brett, and Cotton—Waddell v Blockey app of deft from judgt 
at trial before Baron Huddleston for the Chancery Division 

Gillespie & Co v Marshall (Q B) app of pltff from judgt at 
* dia jury trial, before Mr Justice Lopes, at Lancaster Nov 





Hiort v London & North Western Ry Co (Exch) app of pltffs 
= “tad of L.C Baron and Baron Cleasby on special case 
ov 
Oliver v Fawcus, Fawcus & Co (C P) app of defts from new 
P- rule senoreet by sete Grove and Deon Nov 14 
pothecaries Co v Shepperley (Exch) app of pliffs from judgt 
at trial before Baron Ballock N wie? , ai 
Long v Millar (C P) app of pltff from new trial rule made ab- 
solute by Justices Grove and Denman Nov 16—Long v Mil- 
lar (C P) app of deft from judgt after trial befure Mr Justice 
Manisty 
Butterworth v Central Bank of London (Exch) app of pltffs from 
mag L C Baron and Baron Pollock discharging rule nisi 
ov 
Williams y Williams (C P) app of deft from order of Justices 
Denman end Lindley ondemr Novy 21 
Hawkesford v Rose Innes & Son—Revel & ors 3rd parties (C P) 
app of defts and 3rd parties from new trial rule discharged by 
Justices Denman and Lindley Nov 22 
In re The Troedyrbi and Cymner Picneer Industrial Society, 
limd, and In re Co’s Acts and Industrial Societies Act (C P) 
app of Shareholders, Herbert & anr, from judgt of Justices 
ove and Denman, on spp from Glamorganehire County 
Court at Pontypridd Nov oY 
Hunter v Young & anr (Exch) app of pltff from order of Baron 
Yleasby on demr Nov 28 
Lockhart v Wells & Co (C P) app of defts from jadgt of Jus- 
tices Denman and Lindley, on special case Nov 29 
Cochrene v Rymill (C P) app of deft from judgt of Lord Cole- 
ridge, on special case Nov 26 
Lawrence v North London Ry Co (Q B) app of deft from judgt 
on fcafter special jury triel, before i, Justice Field, in 
Middlesex Nov 
Garetins, Trust es v Deane (Exch) app of pltffs from order of 
_LC Baron and Baron Cleasby on special case Deo 2 
Liverpool District Re; Hargrove v Wickelbans & anr (Q 
B) rule nisi on app ication of pitffs granted Dec 4, by Lords 
Justices Bramwell, Brett, and Cotton 
Stoneham v Davies & om (C P) app of G F Davies from judgt 
at trial before Mr Justice Denman Dec 6 
The Queen on the Prosecution of P MeWade v J Vaughan, Esq, 
Met Police Mag (Q B, Crown side) app of prosecutor from 
_ - mandamus, discharged by Justices Mellor and Manisty 


The Queen v Thos Smith (Q B, Crown side) app of deft from 





order of versions, wffirmoa by LC J of England and Mr Jus- 
tice Manisty Dec 10 by gland anc us 


Household Fire, &e, Co, limd v Grant (Exch) app of acs 

ao at ore —- Mr. ee “galt Dew iP Of dett from 
ielding v Gartside & ors (C P) app of pliff from j 
before Mr. Justice Fry, withonhe fase Dec 2 a ria 

Chilton, reat ee pane & eons (Q_B) app of Plt from 
judgt o of England and Baron Huddles : 
care a ee 3 MoD, on spe 

Fowler Bros v Naish (Q B) app of defts from jud 
= je pa ot J nt Manta at Livexpial’ Dat te 

Pritchard vy McMahon (Exch) app of pltff from j 5 
re why (inet on “ id . Jndgt at tia 

Leigh v Jac xch) app of pltff from order of B 
ondemr Dec 14 sie avon Cleat, 

Tn re a Musical Composition called Kathleen Mavourneen and 
foe repel Ye B) app me hs Adams, from order of L ¢ ] 
of England an r Justice Mellor, expunging entri 
eae me ee os jas a yl "et. 

Migatti v Colville app of pltff from judgt after % 
fore Mr Justice Dena Ded 17 apie Mia, be 

Maiden v Miner (Exch) app of pltffs fom order of L C Barn 
and Baron Pollock discharging rale nisi Dec 17 

In re An Arbitrat’on between John Giffard Riddell and The Ney. 
castle and Gateskead Water Co (Q B) app of J G Ride} 
from order of Justices Mellor and Manisty, on special cag 
under award Dec 18 

Jones v Bridgman & anr (C P) app of defts from new trial rule 
diecharged ty Justices Denman and Lopes Dec 20 

Roffe v Roscoe & anr (Q B) app of pltff from judgt of Baron 
Huddleston at common jury trial in Middlesex 21 

Chapman v Ibbotson & anr (Exch) app of pltff from order of 
Baron Cleasby on demr Dec 21 

Ball v Plummer (Exch) app of pltff from judge at trial before 
Mr Justice Hawkins Dec 21 

Chatterton & ors v Corthorne (Q B) app of defts from judgt of 
Lord Justice Baggallay, at trial without a jury Deo 23 

Greznwood v Bagshaw (Q B) app of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Lusb. on f c after trial without a jury Dee 27 

Ahearn v Bellman (Exch) app of pltff from judgt at trial be 
fore Mr Justice Lopes Dec 27 

Liverpool District Registry Sedgwick v Ahearn app of defts 


from judgt cf Mr Justice Lopes for the Chancery Division 
Dec 27 


1879. 

The Queen v Robert French (Q B, Crown side), app of prosecu- 
tor, Thos Botting, from L C J of England & Mr Justice- 
Maniety, quashing order of sessions Jan 3 

Steel, Marshall & Co v Foy, Morgan and Co (C P) app of defts 
from judgt at trial befure Mr. Justice Denman Jan 4 

McGuire v Harvey (Exch) app of defts from order of L-C Baron 
and Baron Pollock discharging rule nisi Jan 6. —Harvey v Me 
Guire (Exch) app of pltff from order of Baron Pollock dis- 
charging rule nisi Jan 6 

Appeals from O:ders made on Interlocutory Motions. 


i. 

Sharpe v The Metropolitan District Ry Co (Q B Div) app of 
defts from Mr Justice Manisty Dec 17 

Runtz v Sheffield (Ex Div) epp of defts from L C Baron and 
Baron Pollock affirming order of Mr Justice Manisty, under 
ord 14,r1 Dec 21 

Forster v Quelch & anr (C P Div) app of deft Greenway from 
Justices Grove and Lindley Dec 24 

Dryden, Trading, &c v Eliazarian (Ex Div) app of pltff from 
order of L C Baron and Baron Pollock, reversing 4 by 
Field, J, of sumns for costs of counterclaim Dec 27 

Dryden, Trading, &c v Eliazarian (Ex Div) app of pliff from 
order of L U Sune and Baron Pollock, reversing dismissal by 
Field, J, of sumns to review taxation Dee 27 

Steel, Marshall & Co v Foy, Morgan & Co (C P Div) rule nist 
granted Dec 21 on appof defts by Lords Justices Brett, Cotton, 
and Thesiger 

N.B.—The above list contains appeals set down to Mondsy, 

January 6tb, inclusive. 


MIDDLESEX. 
Hivary Sirrina, 1879. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 236.) 

150 Rogers (Duignan and 8) v Ancona (Emmett and Son) 
151 Kent (Evans, F and R) v Ashburner (A E Francis) 
152 Warne (G M Cooke) v Kaselack (W A Crump and 
Ex 153 Hendrickx and anr (Tilley and Son) v Compagnie Lat 

Tabak und Cigaretteren and ors (Field, Roscoe and Co) 83 
164 Howell, James and Co (Phelps, 8 and B) v Earl 

(Horn and M) SJ i Gi 
165 Lord C Ker (1A G Powell) v Tattersalls (Bailey, 8 and G) 
5. 


156 be! go (RW sone) v The West Middlesex Water Works 
; 8 





0 (Same) . 
187 Pellotier and Co (R 8 Taylor and Son) v Burgiss (Pritchard, 
and Co 
168 Pelletier (Same) v Same (Same) 
159 The Queen (Hughes, H and B) v Mayor, &c, of Falmouth 
(Gregory and Co) 8J 
160 Oliver (G M Cooke) v Wright (Pearce and Gow) ) 
161 Lake, trading, &c (8 It Glyn) v Walbridge (E F B Hareton),» 
commission 


fix 
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— 
g 162 Barker (Pearce and Sons) v Bishop (Learoyd, L and P) 
{5 163 Ridley (J Hopgood) v ‘Tuck (Venn and W) 
p 164 Styles (G E Carpenter) v Hart (Fisher and Co) 
i? 165 Waghorn (Same) v Paraire and ors (H Millman; H W 
Y Lindus; Venn and W) 
p166 Ellam (J Hopgood) v Groucock (Tilleard, G and H) 
167 Phillips and ors (Stoneham and L) v Metropolitan Board of 
Works (R Ward) SJ 
op 168 Roberts and Son (Peckham and Co) v Savill Bros (Hillearys 
andT) SJ 


169 Ireland (J H Waring) v Kew (T M Jenkins) 
» 170 Metcalfe (Boulton and Sons) v Wilson (Paterson, S and B) 
gpl Hale (Harrison, B and H) v Roberts (Janson, Cand P) SJ 
ix 172 Lilly (W F Morris) v Brittain and anr (Sharpe, P and Co) 
B73 Markwick (G Thompson) vy Redford and ors (Ravemscroft, 
Hand W) 
oP 174 Neil (Stopher and R) v Burden (Briggs and Co) 
p75 Wood (Clarkes, Rand C) v Pringle and anr, exors, &e (J 
and E Scott) 
31% Dyer (J C Button and Co) v Samuel (Fraser) 
Wool (A Wrakeford May) vy Unwin and ors (F J and@J 


oD>,—l—lUc 


in 
j Braikenridge ; in person) 
Green and anr (Creen and C) vy Partridge (Robinson & W) 
Watson and ors (J H Douglas) v Hodgson (Learoyd, L and 


0 

Whitaker (J R Wood) v Brown (F Bradley), without jury 

182 Trautman (Ellis and Crossfield) vy Young (H Wickens) 

183 Colquhoun (E A Swan) v Eden (GH Finch) 

Simmons (G J Jennings) v North Metropolitan Tram Co 
(HC Godfray) SJ 

Worsfield (Paterson, 8 and B) v Callow (Lewis and Lewis) 

or wee and ors (T A G Powell) v Verner (J Davis) 

Upihgton (D Keane) v Johnson (T R Apps) 

Lovett (W F Morris) v Atlas and Waterloo Assctn (Lewis 
and Lewis) 

199 Girardet (T R Watson) v Green and ors (J H Child) 

19 Gooch (T Fortune) v Barnes (Prior, Bigg and Co) 

191 a ee Webb, K and Co) v Hester (Beaumont 

and W. \ 
192 wg Warriner) v The Midland Ry Co (Beale, M and 


i 
P) 8J 2 

180 owe (Bridges, 8, H and Co) v Blair and anr (Few and 
C 

181 


RSS Serr wsse we oe 
Seen = 


7 


Co) 
B 1% Cronin (J R Mayo) v Steele (Hicklin and W) 


t 1 Young (Rickards, W and M) v Scott (H Philbrick) 

QB1% Davies (Gregory and Co) v Ruthwaite Bayrites Mining Co 
(Harrisons 

fx 1% Matthews and ors (Valpy, C and P) v Cooper (J W Few) 

kk ay Pages ef 8S Taylor and Son) v Kenway and ors (Lowless 
and Co 

8 198 Pickford (B E Greenfield) vy Evans and anr (Robinson and P) 

Woodgate (Walker and M W) v Godfrey (J W Heritage) 


Mason (C G Rushworth) v Sutherland and anr (H Davis) 
Nunn (Blake and W) v Hemming (J McDiarmid) SJ 

Le Touzel (J Pullen) v Roy and anr (in person) SJ 
ee admor, &c (J Mason) v Huggett (Newman and L) 


Arnati and anr (W Batham) v Lawrence (Parkers) 

Finke and Co (f W Mount) v Voight (T Beard and Sons) 
Mallan (Page and Son) v Beesty (Plunkett and L) 

CP a7 a (GH Finch) v Great Eastern Ry Co (C A Curwood) 


PSS Fore 
SkE Seeee 


Kx 28 Lea, trading, &c (Lewin and Co) v Lady Howard de Walde 
(Cutler and Co) . 

0P 9 Olding and ors (Noon and C) vy Duncan (H T Tiddeman) 

QB 20 Armstrong (W H Marshall) v Metropolitan District Ry Co 

ter and Co) 

OP li Treadwin (W R Philp) v Nunn (J D Blake) 

CP 312 Funge and anr (J H Child) vy Same (Same) 

QB 213 Thompson (Kynaston and G) v Trench and anr (Lucas and 


Sons) 
CP 14 Watson (T R Watson) v Sandford (Stevens and W) 
CP 85 Wiseman (Morten and C) vy Matthews (Carter and B) 
fr 216 How (Rooks and Co) v Erwood (G@ J and P Vanderpump) 
ir 917 Ridgway and anr (Lewin and Co) v Fosbery (Gregory and 


Co) 
CP a8 Twyford and ors (in person) v Deacon (West, King and Co) 
Ex 219 Johnson (W G Morris) v Castle (G S Warmington) 
CP 220 Griffin and ors (Richardson and 8) v Tomkins and ors 
(A E Webb) 


"OP 881 Stevens (Gold and Son) v The Positive Government Security 


Life Assurance Co Limited (Argles and R) 
CP 222 Smith (S Toppin) v White (C C Ellis and Co) 
OP 333 Gough (W Curtis) v The Methley School Board (Jacobs and 


QB aus Masgete Pier and Harbour Co (Kingsford and Co) vy Allen 
and ors (Stokes and Co) 8J 
Bx 295 Furber and anr (T A G Powell) v Pyke (Pyke and M) 
CP 226 Bowen (J P Ogle) v Griffin (0 G Rushworth) 
227 Franks (C Draper) v Cook (‘Tl D Dutton) 
QB 288 Thackrah (Rocks and Cc) v Lang (8 Toppin) 
P 229 King & Son (G@ M Wetherfield) vy Strauss & Co (Phelps & Co) 
QB 230 ve ‘poe W and Co) v Dangerfield and wife Lowless 
and Co 
g 331 Forrest and anr (J E Mason) v Davies (Abbott and Co) 
333 Orlebar (Debenham and G) v Grier and ors (W Foster) 
e 283 Childs (Same) v Same (Same) 
P 334 Brown (Bailey, 8 and G) v Espir (W F Nokes) 
g 235 Scott (G Clark} v Turner (J B Liokfold) 
Cp 


a 
~ 


286 Vintner and anr (R Furber) v Sheffield (J Scott) 
Duke of Norfolk (Few & Co) v Arbuthnot (Brooks, Jenkins 
and Co), without jery 

Sleeman and anr (ff Lee) v The Capital and Counties Bank, 

hk sued, &c (Kimber and Co) 

CP $89 Toyne (W Bloy) v Sibthorpe (Allen and Son) 

hk a0 8 (Noon and ©) v Cooper (Fisher and Co) 

h 341 Latham (Peacock & @) v Murray, Bart (Walters & Co) SJ 
42 Same (Same) v Lord Blibank (HU Ladbury) 





Ex 243 Raphael (D E Chandler) v Eisenstein (C E Goldring) 

Ex 244 The Bedworth Coal and Iron Co Limited (Iliff, R and Co) 
v Rickards (Galmoye and P) 

C P 245 Pritchard and anr (A W Sadgroye) v The North Metropolitan. 
Tram Co (HC Godfray) SJ 

QB 246 Bloxham & ors (F T Dubois) vy Webb & anr (Field, R & Co) 

Ex 247 Hutchings and anr (A Kerly) v Prentice (in person) 

C P 2483 Hart (G Ashley and Tee) v Foakes (Tilley and 8) 

QB 249 Fairbrother (A G Ditton) v Meller (Duncan) 

Ex 250 Lilley (T W Payne) v Wilson and Blessley (G Lockyer) 

C P 251 Cuyas y Sampere (Tilleard, G and H) vy MacAndrew and Co 
(Kearsey, Sonand H) § . 

C P 252 Hendry (G C Sherrard) v Carr (T E Watkin) 

Q B 253 Adams (J Pedley) v Hagger (Vanderpump and Co) 

xX 254 a tad (W Brewer) vy Chapman and anr (Tilleard, W and F) 


8. 
P 255 Lewis (W W Young) v Yeates (Vallance and V) 
B 256 Day, administratrix (E Oddie) y North Metropolitan Tram- 
way Co (H C Godfray) SJ 

QB 257 Day and anr (Same) v Same (Same) SJ 

Ex 253 Fether and ors (Morten andC) v May (C E Strong) 

Ex 259 Twynam (W T Ricketts) v The North Metropolitan Tram- 
way Co (H C Godfray) 

Ex 260 Drax (Byrne and Lucas) vy Dixon (H C Weld) SJ 

Ex 261 Norris (J M Chamberlain) v Clements (Scott, J and T) 

Q B 262 Cook (J J Hutchinson) v Harling (W R A Kime) 

Chy 263 Whitehall Colliery Co (Mackeson, T and A) vy Mobberley and 
anr (Byrneand L) SJ 

Q B 264 Marsden (R C Marsden) v Brett (Alsop and Co) 

Ex 265 Robinson (R H Wilkins) v Goadby (Scott and J) 

Ex 266 Same (Same) v Knowles (Same) 

C P 267 Eaton (R Chandler) v Coltman (Layton, Son and L) 

Ex 263 ——— Morris and 8) v Cochrane and anr (J J 

rving 

C P 269 Langdon (F W and H Hilbery) v James (Davidson and Co) 

Ex 270 The Governors of St Bartholomew's Hospital (Wilde, B, M 
and W) v Nunn and ors (in person) 

Ex 271 Windover (Peacock and G) v Martin (Poole and H) 

C P 272 White (F W Mount) v Ellis (Lowless and Co) SJ 

C P 273 Taylor (W Tatton) v Harrison (W Rawlins) 

C P 274 Moore (James Robinson) v Turner ie Jones and Co) 

QB 275 Bates (Brighten, P and N) v Pugh (Baylis and P) 

Ex 276 Shuter (J T Moss) v Hough (Lyne & H) SJ 

Ex 277 Bacon (S Mayhew) v Tuhey (R B H Fish) 

Ex 278 Jagielski and wife (H H Wells) v Yakinthes and wife 
(Janson, C and P) . 

CP 279 Schooling (W F Stokes) v Feldman (H A Maude), without 


oa 


jury 

Ex 280 Neck (Plunkett & L) v Harris (Gregory & Co) 

QB 281 Thomson (J Lidiard & Co) v Browne (Linklater & Co), 
without jury, stayed 

Ex 282 Bott & anr (W F Neave) v Bird (H W Cattlin) 

Ex 283 Driver (Coode, K & Co) v Grant (J J Ridley) 

P 284 Lovejoy & ors (Merediths & Co) v Stephens (Saunders, 

H&B) SJ 

235 Mitchell (J Grayson) v Lindon & wife (T Donnithorne) 

286 Scott (H T Tiddeman) v Scott (G@ H Finch) 

287 Cripps (Robinson, Son & E) v Masson (H Grain), without a 


jury 
288 Reece (Lewis & L) v Wyman & anr (W Elgood) 
289 Nixon (W J Myatt) v Davey (T Beard & Sons) 
290 Harris (W Easton) v Munday (Crozier & P) 
291 Sheen (Rogerson & F) v Bewley (Hollams, Son & C) 

2 Pether (Pyke & M) vy Chambers (G@ Blagden) 

293 Wells (Langton, Son & L) v Denney (Hanbury, H & W) SF 

B 204 Bowring (Lumley & L) v Coghlan (W Jarvis & T) 

Ex 295 James (Hatton & W) v Palmer (Brook & Co) 

C P 296 Natali & Sons (G M Wether‘ield) v Hawthorn (S Mayhew) 

Ex 297 Scoles (A C Scoles) v Brown (W H Hudson) 

CP 298 Hattenmore (C F Deacon) vy North Metropolitan Tramway 
Co (H C Godfray) SJ 

C P 299 Triebner (T J Pullen) v Kindell (Hillearys & T) 

Ex 300 Grimston (Paterson, Snow & B) v Nann (J L Morris) SJ 

C P 301 Symes (Paterson, Sons &G) v London & South Western Ry 
Co (M H Hall) 

C P 302 Green (Ley & Mould) y Newcombe (Ley & B) 

B 303 Flux (Hudson and Co) v Stainer (Bradby, R and Co) 

x 304 Taylor and anr (Rhodes and Son) v Argles (Argles & A) SJ 
CP 305 Phillips Ce yal and Son) v Lord Beaumont (Campbell, R & H) 
Ex 306 Stevens (‘I Johnson) vy Sampson (in person) 

Q B $07 Carman (R Chapman) v Ball and anr (Lewis and Whit- 
bourne ; Peacock and G) 

Q B 308 Oliver (Wordsworth and Co) y Millington (Maples and Ce) 

Q B 309 Sir C Reed and Sons (Clapham and F) v Perrin (E H Murr) 

C P 310 Collier (Lewis and Sons) vy Martin and ors (in person) 

C P 311 Griffin and anr (Wright and P) v Robson and anr (Belfrage 
and M), without jury 

Ex 312 Damon (W W Brown) v Harris the younger (J McMillen) 

QB $13 Salmen (C Butcher) v Still (B Hope) 

CP 314 West (W T Boydell) vy Smith and ors (Lindsay, M and G) 
without jury 

QB 315 Eaton (Pearce and Sons) v Cooper (G@ M Cooke) 

tx $16 Glanville (Wedlake and Letts) v Clifton (A Drew) 

Ex 317 Aston (C O Newman) v Foster (W T Hamlin) 

CP $18 Hornett (A Abrahams) v Hill and Co (J E Mason) 

Ex 319 Stevenson (R Furber) v Gouy (M Hawkins) SJ 

CP 320 — (Woodbridge and Sons) ¥ Parsons and anr (WB 

bbott) 

Ex 321 Foster (Stones, M & S) v Goodlake (F L Soames) SJ 

Q B 3223 Gibbons (G@ Thompson) v Wasley (Swann and Co) 

Ex 323 Montefiore (Rmanuel and Co) vy Powles (Prior, Bigg and 
Co), without jury 

Ex 324 Pannell (J Goren) vy Nunn (J D Blake) 

C P 325 Fowler (G H Finch) v Jefferies and anr (F T Girdwood) 

C P $26 Price (G@ M Wetherfield) y N Metropolitan Trams Co (H C 


Cc 
Cc 
Q 
Q 
Q 
Cc 


wrest ne 


Cc 
E 
Cc 
Q 
Q 


Godfray) 
CP 337 — (Ashurst, M, C and C) vy Muter (Keen and R) 
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‘Q B 328 Boulton (W and A R Ford) v Longbourne and anr (Smith, 
Davies and Co) 8J 
C P 329 Rodman (A West) vy Hodgson (W J Myatt) 
Ex 330 Smith (C F Yorke) v Haslewood (Singleton and T) 
B 331 Scott(A M Bradley) v Topham and wife (Beard and Sons) 
P 332 Goodair (C H Edmands) v Bindloss (Matthews and G) 
CP 333 Bedford Pantechnicon Co limited (Same)-v Pooley (G@ E 


Kaye 
CP 334 Kaltwaster (H A Lovatt) v Brooks (Willoughby and Cox) 
Ex 335 a (W Elgood) vy Cobbold and Co (Druce, Sons and 





= ad 





The directors of the Matual Dress Supply Association 
invite applications for 5,000 shares of £5 each. The share 
capital is £100,000, divided into 20,000 shares, and this first 
issue of 5,000 sbares is to be paid as follows :—-£2 to be paid 
on application and £3 on allotment. The association is 
formed upon the co-operative principle, and each share- 
‘holder will receive, by way of bonus, one transferable coupon- 
voucher for goods of the value of £5, or debenture bond for 
that amount for each share subscribed for. The prospectus 
states that the primary object of the association is to carry 
on the business of drapers, milliners, and dressmakers, and 
army and navy and general outfitters, upon principles assur- 
ing to the shareholders the beneticial advantages of mutual 
co-operation. For this purpose, the extensive premises, 326, 
Regent-street, W., have been secured by the association, and 
will be opened as soon as the necessary alterations are com- 
pleted. The association will sell to its shareholders strict] 
on the principles of co-operative societies, namely, for cas 
only, at a very mcderate increase on the actual cost of every 
article. It is intended, in the ladies’ dress department, to 
adopt as nearly as possible the same scale of prices as the 
Ladies’ Dress Association, Limited, which is conducting an 
enormous business, exclusively with its shareholders, on the 
above popular principles. Similar low prices will also be 
charged in the gentlemen’s outfitting department. 








AssURANCE SHAres.—On Thursday, the 23rd ult., Mesers. 
Glasier and Sons, of Charing Cross, offered for sale 200 shares 
of £100 each (£2 10s. paid) in the Law Fire Insurance Society, 
which sold for £12 12s. 64. per share; and 105 shares of £50 each 
(£8 paid) in the Legal and General Life Assurance Society 
realised £12 2:. 6d. per share, 


———————_—_—_—_— 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Jan. 28, 1879. 
Hodgson, Edward, John Thomas Kay, and William Kay, Hartlepool, 
Svlicitors. Jan 1 
Stevenson, Ralph, and John Lovell Hamshaw, Albion House, Hanley, 
Solicitors. Jan 1 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 


LIMITED tn CHANCERY. 
Fripay, Jan. 24, 1879. 

Advance Bank, Limited.—By an order made by the M.R., dated Dec 9, 
it was ordered that the above company be wound up. Ingle and Co, 
agents for Paddcck and Son, Hanley, solicitors for the petitioner 

Calow OvlLiery Comaeey. Limited.—V.C. Hall has, by an order dated 
pag appointed Thomas Brooks, Coleman st, to be the offl ial liqui- 


Consolidated Fire Insurance Company, Limited.—By ano rder made by 
V.C. Hall, Jated Jan 17, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the above company be continued. Markby and Co, Coleman st, 
folicitors for the petitioner 

Fresh and Preserved Meat Agency, Limited.—The M.R. has fixed Feb 
3 at 11 at bis chambers, as the time and placa fur the appointment 
of an official liquidator _ 

Gatburst and Southport Brick and Tile Company, Limited.—By an 
order made by V C. Hall, dated Jan 17, it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Gregory 
and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioner 

Grosvenor Turkish Bath Company, Limited. — Creditors are reqnired on 
or before Feb 26, to send their names snd addresses, and the par- 
ticnlars of their debts or claims to George Hancock, New inn. ed- 
nesday, Mar !2 at 12, isappointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 
the debts and claims 

Handsworth Skating Rink Company, Limited.—The M.R. has by an 
order dat d Dec 21, appointed James Macdonald Garland, Birming- 
‘bam, to be official liquidator, Creditors are required, on or before 
Mar 1 to send their names and addreeses and the particulars of tyeir 
debts or claims to the above. Wednesday, Mar 19 at lz is ap;ointed 
for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Liverpool and London Guarantee and Accident Insurance Company, 

Limited.—Petition for winding up presented Jan. 22, directed to be 

heard before the M.R. on Feb 1. Chester and Co, Steple ina, agents 
for Smith, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioners 

-@ldham Gazette Printing Coneaey, Limited.—The M.R. has, by an 
order, dated Dee 19, appointed Thomas Schofield, Mumps, Oldham, 
official liquidator 


16, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Feb 1, Deare v 
court, os Broad pnenaeaey y4 a oe Feed > Unicy 
Stanho: ilkstone Collieries Limited. Petition for windis, 
Jan 2, directed to te heard before the M.R. on Feb by Bel aed 
Bow-churchyard, agents for Rodgers and Co, Sheffield, solicitors Co, 
the petitioners for 
Tea Company, Limited.—Creditors are required on or before Feb 5 
send their nimes and addresses, and the particulais of their q lo 
and claims to Frederick Bradley, Mark lane bt 
Tynemouth Aquarium and Winter Garden Company, Limited, 


for winding up presented Jan 24, directed to be heard an 
M.R. on Feb p Smith, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitor for the 
tioner 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER, 
eo ~ ag . 

Bouck ard Company, Limited.—Little, V.C. has by an order dg 
23, appointed Ebenezer Adamson, Booth st, Manchester, to a 
liquidator. Creditors are required on or before Feb 22, to send 
names snd addresses and the particulars of their debts or claims tg 
the above. Thursday Feb 27 at 11 is appointed for hearing ang 
adjudicating ppon the deb:s and claims 


STANNaRIES OF CURNWALL. 
Fripay, Jan. 24, 1879. 

New Perran Mineral Company, Limited. Petition for winding Up, pre 
sented Jan 16, directed to be heard before the Vice- Warden at the 
Prince’s Hall on Feb 28 at 12. Affidavits intended to be used at the 
hearing, in opposition to the petition, must be filed at the Tepisirar’s 
cffice, Truro, cn cr betore Feb 25, and nctice thereof must at the 
seme time te given to the petitioners or tbeir solicitors, Hodge and 

Co, Truro, sclicitors for the petitioners 


LimIrep 1n CHANCERY. 
Tuespay, Jan 28, 1879. 

Anglo-Belgian Bank, Limited.—By an or¢er made by Bagon y.0, 
dated Jan 18, it was ordered that the Bank be wound-up, Tilyard, 
King st, Cheapside, sol:citor for the petitioner 

Australian Land and Investment Trust, Limited.—By an order mada 
by V.C. Malins, dated Jan 17, it was ordered that the abovertrust be 
wound up. Davis and Co, Coleman st, solici for the petitioners 

Blaenavon Pon and Steel Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Malins, dated Jan 17, it wes ordered that the above company 
be wound wp. Faithfull and Owen, Westminster chambers, $0 ieitory 
for the petitioners 

Central Van Lead Mining Company, Limited.—By an order mada by 
the M.R., dated Dec 14, it was ordered that the above company be 

wound up. Layton and Jaques, Ely place, agents for Dzane, Liver. 
pool, solicitor for the petitioners 
Colonial Trusts Corporation, Limited.—Creditors in Great Britain apa 
Ireland are required, on or before Jan 3), and such as do not so 
reside on or before June 30, to send their names and addresyes, and 
the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Fitch Kemp, Wal- 
beer the liquidator. Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for the 
i tor 

Gouthenbarg Commercial Company, Limited.—Petition for windisg up 
presented Jan 22, directed to be heard befure V.C. Malias, on Feb 7, 
Plews and Co, Mark lane, soticitors for the company 

Hooker’s Cream Milk Company, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Jan 18, it was ordered that the winding up of the abore 
company be continued, Geare and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents 

for Robotham, Derby, solicitors for the petitioners 

Indemnity Fire Office, Limited.—Petition for winding up presented 
Jan 15, directed to be heard before the MR, on Feb 1. Learoyd and 
Co, Albion ehambers, Moorgate, solicitors for the petitio ners 

Kit Hill Tunnel, Limited.—By an order made by V.O, Bacon, dsted 
Jan 18, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. Raven 
and Co, Queen Victoria st, solicitors for the company 3 

Manchester Sugar Refining Company, Limited.—Pztition for winding 
up, presented Jan 23, directed to be heard before V.C. Maligsion 

Feb 7. Taylor aad Hales, Gray’s inn sq, solicitors for the petitioner 

Monolithie Fireproof a d Sanitary Construction Worke, Limited.—By 

an order med: by the M.R. dated Dec 9 it was ordered that the 

above works be wound up. Dixon, Finsbury square, solicitor forthe 
petitioner 

New Wern Pistill Colliery and Fire Brick Company Limited.—By mm 

order made by Bacon V.C. dated Jan 18 it was ordered that the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Cridge, 

Bishopsgate st within, solicitor for the petitioner 

Scottish Provincial Trading Company, Limited,—Creditors are required 

to lodge their claims and proofs of debts on or before Fed 5 at the 

chambers of the official liqui‘ator, 46, Castle st, Edinburgh. Campbell 
and Lamand, agents for the liquidator 

South Staffordshire Cofiery Company, Limited.—Petition for winding 

up presented Jan 25, directed to ba heard before V.C. Hall, on Feb f. 

Piesse and Son, Old Jewry Chambers, solicitors for the petitioner 

Stanhope Silkstone Colleries, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre 

sented Jan 24, directed to be heard before V.O. Malins, Feb 7, ~ 
ton and Jaques, Ely-place, Holborn, agents for Holroyde and Sm 
Halifax, solicitors for the petitioners 

Thomas W. Booker and Company, Limited.—By an order mate: by 

V.C. Malns dated Jan 17, it was ordered that the above company 

be Mer ea ome, Wo deock, and Ryland, Lincoln’s-inn fields, 
liaitors for the petiti 8 

Tynemouth Aquerium and Winter Garden Ccmpany, Limit 4.—Pet 
tion for winding up presented Jan 25, directed to be heard before 

V.C. Hall on Feb 7. Hemsley and Hemsley, Albany, Piccadilly, 

80 icitors for the petitioners, 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Jan, 24, 1879. 
Badwell Ash Union Benefit Society, Badwell Ash, Sufflk, Jan 0: 
Fairford Old Club, White Lion Inn, Fairford, Gloucester. Jan 20 
Garston Friendly Society, Gaiston, nr Liverpool, Jan 24 
Monmouh Provident Friendly Society, Bridge Inv, Monmouth, Jaa 
1 


Railway Servants’ Friendly Society, Euston st, Euston sq. Jae 20 


Tugspay, Jan 28, 1879. 
Riggers’ and Seamen's Friendly Benefit Society, Wycliffe Schoul 0», 











q 
Mand and Cmpany, Lim't:d.—Petition for wind'ng up presented J.n 


Cloreace st, Swansea Jau 24 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last of Proof. 
Fripay, Jan. 17, 1879. : 
Barnabas, Sonth Shield, Painter. Feb 14. Oliver v. Wright, 
ue ins. Fenwick, North Shields 
‘4son, Daniel Mitchell, Yateley, Hants. Feb 17. Davidson v 
, V.C. Hall, Eimslie, Leadenhall st 
Dawson, Samuel, George, Sandringham rd, Kingsland, Coffee House 
. Marl. Flint v. Dawson, V.C, Hall. Flegg, Hills place, 
jt 
j hn Cn'lifo:d, Upwey, Dorset, Miller, Feb 15. Willams v 
os, V.C. Malins. McC-ellan, Bedford row 
, Thomas, Lewisham, Gent. Feb 19, Taptey, v. Eagleton, M.R. 
Tagieton, Chancery lane if 
Isabel Roca, New Malden, Surrey. Feb 14. Wigley v. Wiggins, 
MB. Buck'ard, Bishopsgate st Within 
Turspay, Jan. 21, 1879, 
Wilks, Agron, South Stockton, York. Builder. Feb 22. Bell v. Wilks, 
8. Malins. Trotton, Stockton-on-Tees 
Fripay, Jan. 24, 1879. 
], Frances Jane, Brighton. Feb 25. Campbell v. Chambers, 
wk. Wade, St Helen’s pl 
pePereda, Vincente Maria, Priory rd, Kilburn, Mar 10. De Pereda 
yDe Mancha, V.C. Hall. Huntley, Tooley st, London B ridge 
jinson, John, Leeds, Brewer, Feb i4. Harrison vy. Dearlove, V.O° 
Bacon. Turner, Leeds 
Jorstore, James, Shoe lane, Fleet st, Newsy aper Proprietor. Feb 28, 
Jobnstore v. Scott, V.C. Malins. Rose, Sali-bury st, Sirand 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Clam. 
ay Turspay, Jan. 14, 1879. 
Alecck, Ral; h, Wolstanton, Stafford, Sadl-r. Feb 20. Heaton, Burslem 
Charles, Whitechapel road, Oilman. Feb 20, Moffar, New 
No th road, Hoxton 
Beech, Thomas, Monks Coppenhall, Crewe, Gentlemen. March 14. 
latham and Bygott, Cheshire 
Broke, Mary, Doncaster. Feb 15. Newton and Oo, York 
Byron, Sarah Henrietta Jones, Leek, Stafford. March 1, Hacker and 


Allen, Leek 

Chase, Jane, Rarashill, Hants. Feb 27. Marvin, Southsea 

Gornelius, Charles William, Mare st, Haekney, Cheesemonge:. Feb 28, 
Van Sandau and Cumming, King st, Cheans de 

Dicey, Mary Ange, Onslow square, Feb 1. Davidson and Burch, Spring 


11, Elizabeth, Stanton Harcouit, Upper Norwood, March 25. 
Haycock and Bridgman, Co!l-ge hill 
Downes, John, Tillingham, Essex, Machineman, March 1. Chick and 


Freeman, Maldon 
Downing, Edward, New Cross, Kent, M.D. March 1, Foster, Queen st 


rales, Renriette Frangois, Clarendon st, Pimlico, Feb 11. Pattison 
and Co, Queen Victoria st 
Wilinm Purser, Wepre Hall, Fiint, Esq. Feb 15. Gardner and 
Liverpool 
Farley, Rotert, Huntingdon, Publican. Feb 1. Hunnybun avd Son, 
Huntingdon 
“" aan Vincent terrace, Islington. Feb10. Hanbury and Co, 
road st 
Gilidanks, Jackson, Whitcfleld House, Cumberland, Esq. March! 
Mounsey, Carlisle 
poem » Whitefield House, Cumberland. March 14. Moun- 
, Carlisle 
De Costa, Isaac Gomes, Lansdown Crescent, Notting Hill, Esq. Feb 
44, Hanbury and Co, New Broad st 
Grandiv, Mary Ann, Ladbroke rd, Notting Hill. Feb 28. Elwes and 
Sharpe, Fnrnival’s-inn 
Hamblett, John, Knowle, Somerset, Inn-keep2r. March 1. Hobbs 
and Sinuott, Bristol 
Hannen, Williem, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Esq. March 6 
Burridge, Shaftesbury 
Hateb, Rev Charles, Fordingbridge, Southamptcn, Clerk. Feb 24. 
Davy, Ring wood 
Hope, Cha: les, Manchester, Ale and Porter Agent, March 8, Cvoper 
and Sons, Manchester 
Howell, Hugh Charles, Dedham, E¢sex, Builder. March 10. 
Smythies and Oo, Co'chester 
Hunt, William Henry, Tivoli, Cke!tenham, Retired Surgeon. April 15. 
r, Cheltenham 
Johns, ferah, Chelmsford, Essex. Feb 24. Duffield and Bruty 


ior 
Kirk, William Everitt, Stewton, Lincoln, Farmer. March 10. Bell, 
‘Louth 
Knowles, Cecilia Elias, Devonshire House, Brighton. Feb19, Chalk, 
Brighton 


Knox, Thomas, Coleraine, Londonderry, Major-Genera), R.A. March, 
West and Avlen, Bromyard 

Lane, John, Churchil', nr Kidderminster, Wheelwright. Feb 17. Clu- 
slow, Brieriey Hill 

Tea, Ann, Leicester. May 1. Harris, Leicester 

Melville, George John White, ‘etbary, Gloucester, Esq. Feb 20. 
Poncione, Raymond’s-buildings 

ip, Elizabeth, Caerphilly, Glamorgan. Feb 32. Evans, Car- 


Naylor, Daniel Bardsley, Stalybridge, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 24. Brooks 
and Co, Ashton-uhder-Lyne 
n, Thomas, Worcester, General Dealer, Feb 28, Stallard, 





r 
Fealy, Thomas, Northwold, Norfolk, Farmer. March 10. Houchen, 
or 
Priddey, George Bickley, Cheadle, Chester, Gent. March 31, Oollis, 
ridge 
Ramsden, Joshua, Braiford, York, Wovl and Waste Dealer. Feb 15. 
Gardiner and Jeffery, Bradford 
Reid, Ann, Marleybone rd, Feb 20. Rodwell, Chancery lane 
re Hannah, East Heslerton. York. March 1, Jagger, New 


Bpencer, John, Wetton, Glouce.t:r, Gent. March 1, Burrop and 


Street, James, Southampton, Gent, Jan3l. Pearce and C), Syuth- 
am 


pton 
Sutton, John, Smallwood, Chester, Farmer. March 14, Latham and 
Bygott, Chester 
Taylor, John, Leinster-gardens, Bayswater, C hocolate Manufacturer. 
March 25. Taylor, Vid Buriington st 
Topping, Henry, Malvern villas, Hounslow, Esq. Feb 22. Wells, 
Founders’ Hall 
Turberville, Ann, Burleigh rd, South Liverpool. March 1. More- 
croft and Winstanley, Liverpool 
Tarberville, Juhn, Kirkdale. pr Liverpool, Artist. March 1. Morecroft 
and Winstanley. Liverpool ; 
Webster, Joseph, Stretford, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 25. Neelham and 
Co, Manchester 
Williams, Richard, Ullinzswick, Hereford, Farmer. Feb15, Parker 
Worcester 
Wood, Elizabeth Sarah, Putney, Surrey. Feb7. Chave, Putney 
Worthington, James Millatt, Whitfield House, Heaton Norris, Manu- 
facturer. Feb 28. Sutton and Elliott, Manchester 
Young, Isabella, Burgh-by-Sands, Cumberland. March 14, Mounsey, 


Cariisle 
Farpay, Jan. 17, 1879. 

Abram, Elizabeth, Cheshunt, Hertford. Feb 15. Plaskitt, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields 
—_ James, Brenchley, Kent, Drug Merchant. Jan 10. Nicol and Co, 

ime st 
Baker, William, Wes:b urne terrac3, Hyde Park. Feb 20. Brundrett 
and Co, King’s-Bench- walk, Temple 
Banks, Mary, Reading, Berss. Fed 15. Theobald, Furnival’s-inn 
Barnard, Wiliiam, Phoe six Wharf, Whitefriars, Geat. Febdl5. Bat- 
cher, Bouverie st. Fleet st 
Brown, John, Lower Whitecross st, St Lukes, Hose Manufacturer, 
March 5. Cook, Mark lane 
Chilton, Barbara, Oakle gh, Chester. March 1. Morecroft and Win- 
staniey, Liverpool 
Daniel, John, Werneth, Chester, Farmer. Feb 28. Grundey, Stock- 




























port 
Farr, Frederick, Danstable, Bedford, Surgeon. April 1. Benning and 
Son, Dunstable 
Fowler, Thomas, Cannoa st rJ, Commercial rd. Nov2. Robinson 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fie!ds i 
os: Daniel, Abingdon, Berss, Geat. Feb 8. Godfrey, Abing- 







on 

Grote, Harriett, Savi'e row. Feb 25. Smith, Lincolns-inn-fields 

—* Richard, Bury, Lancaster, Gent. Fer, 8. Wooicock, 
ury 

Hassells, Rev Charles Stephen, Anerley, Surrey, Clerk. Feb 28. Peis 

kins and Weston, Grays-inn sq 

Hughes, Rev Morris, Pentraeth, Anglesey, Clerk. Feb 14. Roberts, 

Llangetni 

Hutchinson, Thomas, Doncaster, Ironmonger. Ma:ch 1. Collinson 

and Co, Doncaster 

Jewell. Michael, Gt Queen st, Holborn, Bottle Merchant. Feb 10, 

Reed and Lovell, Guildhail chazabers, City 

Jewell, Rueben, Gt Q ieen st, Ho'born, Bottle Merchant. Feb 10. Reed 

aud Lovell. Guildhall chambers, City 

King, Henry, Agra, Bengal, Lizut-Cvlonel of the Bengal Staff Corp?. 

March 31, Teather, Philpot lane 

Lane, Eliza, Canterbury, Coach builder. Feb 13. Knocker, Dover 

Laurence, Joseph, Beddington, Surrey, Eig. March 15. Markby and 

Co, Celeman st 

Lambert, William Isaac. Manley terrace, Kennington Park, Music 

Publisher. Feb 1. Lambert, Aldred rd, Kennington Park 

Lewellin, Liewellyn, Lampeter, Cardigan, Dean of St Davids. April 4- 
Lloyd Lampeter 

Murray, kev David Rodney, Bramptcn, Brian, Herefcrd, Clerk. Fob 
19. Wakelin, Presteign 

Oakes, Wiliam Thomas Smith, New Broad st, Merchant. Feb 15. 

Plaskitt, Lineolns inn fisids 

oe Edward, Ely, Cambridge, Stonemason, Feb7. Archer and 
ny Ely 

Pratt, Betsy, Grimsbury, Northampton. Feb15. Parker, Worces- 

























Robinson, Enoch, Newton Heath, nr Manchester, Slater. March 13. 

Claye acd Son, Manchester 

Sabin, Edward Lamb, Bedford row, Conveyancer. March 1. Prit- 

chard and Co, Painters Halli, Little Trinity lane 

Sands, Henry, Leeds, Ironfounder. March 1. Middleton and Sons, 

LeeJs 

Saunders, John Morris, South st, Finsbary sq, Commercial Traveller. 

March 1. Devonshire, Fredericks place, Old Jewry 

Smith, Henry, South Norwood Park, Suriey. March 1. Reed and 

Lovell, Guildhall Chambers 

Steven, Robert, Plumstead, Kent, Capt. Feb 28. Sampson, Wool- 
wich 

Stuckey, Mary Ann, Portland rd, Notting Hill. March 1. Randall 
and Son, Tokenhouss yd 

Tandy, Robert, Reigate, Surrey. Feb 15. Freeman and Co, Brigh- 
ton 












Towland, John, sen., Ashton-under-Lyne, Reed Maker. March 1. 
Gartside, Ashton-uider-Lyne 

Watson, Mary Ann, Jubilee st, Mile End rd. March 14. D2 Jersey 
and Co, Gresham st 

Western, Maxmiliian James, a retired Colonel in Her Msjesty’s Army. 
Feb 20, Western and Sons, Essex st, Strand 

Wilhs, James Webb, Grove House, Enfield Highway, Esq. March l4. 
Stuart, Grays inn sq 

Wood, Willism, Malmesbury rd, Bow, Licensed Victualler. Feb 26. 


Nash and Fie d, Queen st 
Woodcock, Daniel, Hougham, Kent, Blacksmith. Feb 13. Knocker, 
Dover 















Tvesspay, Jan. 21, 1879, 
Alexander, Isaac, Pentonville rd, Jeweller. Feb 28, Birchell, Marke 






jane 
Alban, George Ma*hewson, Lewisham, Kent, Esq. March 1. Watney 


and Co, Clements lane, Lombard st : 
Ball, Mary, Sydney terrace, Clapham rd. March 17, Fielder and 











» Gloucester 


Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 
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‘Barber, John, Lower Clapton, Eq. March 1. Pritchard and Co, 
Painters Hall, Littie Trinity lane 

Barnard, William, Phoenix {Wharf, Whitefriars, Gent, Feb 15. But- 
cher, Bonverie st, Fleet st 

Brindle, William, Ho!ly cottage, Highgate, Carpenter. Feb 10. Dale, 
Furnivals-inn, Helborn 5 

Burbidge, Taomas, Leicester, Gent. March 31, Collyer and Sons, 
Leicester 

Carter, Henry, Farmer, Aylesbury, Buckingham. 
-ard Co, Aylesbury : 

Causer, William, Worcester, Geat. March1. Hill, Worcester 

Charlesworth, Robert, Darrington, Farmer. March !. Carter and Co, 
Pontefract 

Collins, William Thomas, Sunbury, Linen Draper. 
ridge, Bartletis bldgs, Holborn 5 é 

Corbishley, Penelope, Addison terrace, Notting Hill. Feb !8. Lawis, 


Furnirals-inn f 
Feb 17. Fatrar and Hall, 


-Donnison, William Henry, Manchester. 
‘Dann, Jane, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 17. Hopper, Newcastle-upon- 


March 1. James 
March 1. Braiken- 


Manchester 


Lock- 


‘yne 

Ekins, Samuel Odell, Beiford, Farmer. Feb 20. Becke and Green, 
Northampton 

‘Fowler, Martha, Falszrave, Scarborough, March 29. Hick, Scar- 
borough 

Franks, James, Bramley, Surrey, Farmer. Feb 28. Smallpeice and 
Sons, Guildford 

Furrence, George, Acle, Norfolk, Bricklayer. March 1. Miller and 
Co, Norwich 

-Gordon, John, Bolton, Lancaster, solicitor, March 12. Greenhalgh 
and Cannon, Bolton 

Graham, Benjamin, York, Woollen Manufacturer. Feb 10. Ibberson, 
Dewsbury 

Harwood, Thomas, Over Darwen, Lanzaster, Farmer. Feb 28. Wheeler 
and Co, Blackburn 

»Hoad, Lewis, Groombridge, Suxex, Re'ired Shipbuilder. Feb 28. 
Cripes and Son, Tunbridge Wells 

Hopkinson, Thomas, Kingscote, East Grinstead, Gent. Morch 1, 
Child, Pau's Bakehouse ct, Doctors com nois 

Horrocks, Mary, Am»lestone, Pembroke. Feb 21. Parker, Manchos- 
ter 

es, John, Saint Helen?. March!. Barrow and Cook, Saint 

elens 

King, James, Sandfield, Rochdale, Cotton Manufacturer, Feb 29. 
Trevor-Roper, Rochdale 

Love, Henry Stephen, Douglas st, D-ptford, Painter. Feb 22. 
yer, Deptford 

Mayo, William, Charminst2r, Dorset, Gent. March1, Andrews and 
Co. D rchester 

aie Edward, Liverpool, Bookseller. March 10. Pierce, Liver- 
poo! 

Martin, Wiliam, Walsall, Coal Dealer. May 20. Wilkinson and 
Gillespie, Walsall 

Melton, William, Grove terrace, Highg:te rd, H.M’s Colonial Civil 
Service. April 20. Baker and Nairne, Crosby sq 

Netherwood, Mary, Tunbridge Wells, Kant. Feb 22. Dixons and 
Horne, Wakefield 

Pidsley, Ann Elizabeth, Tiverton, Devon. Feb 10. Osbor-e and Co, 

Pitchers, Harriet, Shirland rd, Paddingtoa. Feb 28. Andersons and 
Sons, Ironmonger lane, Che ipside 

Ponder, Stephen, Elm grove, Hampton, Esq. Feb 23. Murray and Co, 

Prosser, Ann, S ockton, Hereford. March 1. Andrews, Leomin- 
ster 

Thomsen, Thomas, Cumberland terrace, Horasey. Jan 31. Busby, 
Bedford row 

Thorpe, Jchn, Tanbridge Wells, Kent, Stone Mason, Feb 28, Cripps 
and Son, Tunbriige Wells 

Towers, Mary, Derby. Feb 28. Gadsby, Bedford 

Wakefield, Martha, Worcester. Feb 16. Hill, Worcester 

Woodhead. Sarah, Bradford, York. April. Watson and Dickons, 
Bradford 

Woolf, Isabella, Gloucester terric2, Hyde Park. 

Queen st, Cannon st 


Feb 20. Crump, 


Bankrapts. 
Fripay, Jan. 24, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Rugistrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Engels, Louis, Miscing lan3, Merchant. Pet Jan 22. Broigham. 
Feb 14 at 12 
Heinke, Frederick William, ani Wil iam Griffin Davis, Brabant court, 
a ad lane, Commission Agents. Pet Jan 22. Brougham. Feb 4 
at 
Jones, Richar¢, Dorset sq, a Captain in the Monmouth hire Militia. 
PetJan 21. Murray. Feb 14 at 11.30 
Webster, William George, Seymour place, Bryanston sq, Coach Makers’ 
Trimn ing Manufacturer Pet Jan 20. Pepys. Feb7 at 12 
Zohrab, Edward Travers, Vallet’a, Stamford hill, Mercantile Clerk 
Pet Jan 22.f§Brougham. Feb 4 at 2 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Jones, David Jenkin, Cardiff, Public n. Pet Jai 21. Langley. Cardiff, 
Feb 6 at 10 
Lewis, James, Birmingham, Metallic Bedstead Manufacturer. Pet 
Jan2l. Pa Biim'ngham, Fe» 4 at 2 
Potter, John Ephraim, and James Hedges, Prittlewell, Essex, Brick- 
makers. Pet Jan 21. Gapp. Chelmsford, Feb 6 at 11 
TuesDay, Jan. 28, 1879. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors’ must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Bolton, Richard, ‘Norton Folgate, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 23. 
Haziitt. Feb 1t at 12 
Clements, Henry, Hill st, Walworth, Aerated Water Maker. Pct Jan 
24. Murray. Feb 11 at2 
Metaxa, Richard Bethell Parkyes Warmingham, Norland sq, Notting 
Hill, of no occupation, Pet Jan 25. Brougham. Feb 11 at 12.30 
wae ng yey Edwin, Wandsworth rd, Draper, Pet Jan 23. Hazlitt. 
2b 12 at 12 





—=———" 
Pannell, Char‘es, Leadenhall st, Ship Broker. Pet Jan 93, Hazlitt 
Feb li atl 
To Surrender in the Country, 
ey Hannah, Bradford. Pet Jan24. Robinson, Bradford, Feb 





at 
Coffin, John Joseph, Hast Stonehouse, Devon, Messman. P, 
Edmonds, East Stone! 20 at 12° st Jan 23, 


» Fe 

Corrin, Richard, Liverpool, Builder. Pet Jan 22. Cooper. Li 

Feb 10 at 12 eer mr. ee, 

Dariow, George, Walkley, Sheffield, Builders’ Manager. Pet Jan 23 
Rodgers. Sheffield, Feb 12 at 1 2 

Hopkins, Joseph, Brierley Hill, Stafford, Grocer. Pet Jan 24, Shep. 

ard, Stourbridge, Feb 12 at 11 

Jenkins, John, Tredegar. Monmouth, Chemist. Pet Jan 25, Shepard 
Tredegar, Feb 8 at 11 » 

Lansdown, Thomas Smith, Swindon, Architect. Pet Jan 22. Towns. 
end. Swindon, Feb 14 at 2 

MacNeill, G William, Manchester, Cigar Merchant. Pet Jan 93, 
Lister. Manchester, Feb 13 at 9.30 

Marsland, John, Stalybridge, Lancashire, Gent. Pet Jan 24, Hall, 
Achton-under-Lyne, Feb 13 at 12 

Podmore, John, Liverpool, China Manufacturer. Pet Jan 23. Belle 
ringer. Liverpool. Feb 1! at 12 

Scholefield, Richard Mason, Chester, Wool Merchant, Pet Jan 24 
Witliamson. Ohes‘er, Feb 10 at 12 . 

Shapley, Edmund, Oakfield rd, Penge, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet Jan 4, 
Rowland, Croydon, Feb li at 2 

Vigar, Daniel, Braton, Somerset, Grocer. Pet Jan 22. Batten. Yeoyil, 
Feb 13 at ll 


Wilson, Robert, Darlington, Builder. Pet Jan23. Crosby. Stockton-on- 
Tees, Feb 12 at 3 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Jan. 24, 1879. 
Courtenay, Edward Baldwin, Epsom, Surrey. 
Hughes, Walter, Abohureh lane. Jan lt 
Wright, Warner, Norwich, Solicitor. Jan 22 
TuEspay, Jan. 28, 1879. 
Smith, William, jun, Micklefield, Hertford, Farmer. Jan 24 


Jan 20 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farway, Jan 24, 1879. 

Adams, Robert, Ramszate, Baker. Fed 11 at 2 at offic2s of Sparkes, 
Harbour st, Ramsgate 

Ambuary, Stephen James, Micheldean, Gloucester, out of business, 
Feb 6 at 12 at offices of Parker, Newnham 

Arrow:mith, Henry, Elwick, Durham, Blacksmith. Feb 6 at 3 at offices 
of Todd, Town w.il, Harilepool 

Ashwe'l, George, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Feb 7 at 3 at East 
Suffulk Hotel, Aldeburgh. Jennings, Ipswich 

Aspinall, William, Lower Bebington, C’ ester, Builder. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Thompson, Hamilton st, Birkenheid 

Atkins, Martha Gurney, Bognor, Sussex, Schoolmistress, Feb 14 at 2 
~ nip Hotel, Bognor. Spryer and Son, Winchester House, Old 

road st 

Banks, Edward Alfred, Birmingham, Tailor. Feb 6 at 3 at offices of 
Horton, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Barber, Henry, Heckmondw:k+, York, Rig Merchant. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Scholefield end Taylor, Brunswick st, Batley 

Barlow, Hampson, Breightmet, Lavcaster, Collier. Feb 6 at 3 at offices 
of Baiey and Read, Wood st, Bolton 

Barlow, Job, Thomas Barlow, and Daniel Hampson Barlow, Breight- 
met, Lancaster, Build:rs, Feb 6 at 3 ai offices of Bailey and Read, 
Wood st, Bolton 

Bateman, Alfred, Mar.borouzh terrace, Shakepear road, out of busi- 
reas. Jeb 8 at 11 at offices of Payne, Finsbury pavem nt 

Beer, Levi, Nottingham, Provision Merchant. Feb12 at 11 at 10 Lister 
gaie, Nottingham. Stanne, Maiistone 

Berry, Jeremiah, Heckmon‘wike, York, Greengrocer. Feb 7 at ll at 
offices of Sykes, Ings grove, Heckmondwike 

Bird, John, Teynham, Kent, Barge Builder. 
Hotel, London bridge. Stenni»y, Maidstone 

Biiss, William Joseph, Morice tows. D-vonport, Ganner R.N. Feb4 
at 12 at offices of Rundle, Ker st, Dsvonport 

Brooks, Aun, Colas, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb 4 at 2 at offices of 
Knowles, Nicholas st, Burnley 

Brown, Thomas, Lound, Not'ingham, Farmer. Feb 14 at 11 at offices 
of Bescoby, Grove st, Retford 

Burnett, Andrew, Penrith, Cumberland, Grocer. Feb 5 at 3 at George 
Hotel, Devonshire st, Penrith. Wannoj, Carlisle 

Canter, Benjam’n, Barnsley, York, Scrivener. Feb 10 at 11 at Queen’s 
Ho‘el, Barnsley. Tyas and Co, Barnsley 

Carson, John, Longton, Stafford, Beer'iuse Keeper. Feb 5 at 11 at 
offices of Tennant and Co, Cheapsid*, Hanley 

Carpenter, Joseph, and John Sabel!, Birmingham. Coach Builders, 
Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Jotinson and Co, Waterloo st, Birmingham 

Chapman, George Ellis, Birdwell, York, Colliery Enginewright. Feb 
12 at 3 at offices of Rideal. Chronicle chambers, Barns'ey 

Clay, Enoch, Kimberley, Nottingham, Bricklayer. Feb 10 at 12 at 
offices of Whittingham, Exchange walk, Nottinghim 

C. bbett, Edmund, Vil'iers st, Strand, Builder. Feb 6 at 2 at officeso 
Tindale, Essex st, Strand ¥ 

Codd, George John Charles Bennington, Ingstload, Liacoln, Buiider. 
Feb 5 at 11 at offices of Grange and Wintringham, St Mary’s cham- 
bers, St Mary's gate, Great Grimsby 

Crabtree, Whitley, Keighley, York, Clogger, Feb 7 at 2.30 at offices 

Feb 5 at ll at Broughton 


of Robinson, Keighley 
Dale, Henry, Alsager, Chester, Innke»per. 
Arms Hotel, Crewe. Shetratt and on, Kidsgrove 
Davies, Hugh, Conwil Cayo, Carmarthen, Draper. Feb 5 at 3 at County 
Court Office, Lampeter. Lloyd, Lanpcter 
Davies, James, Nantyiles, Cardigan, Farmer. Feb 4 at 12 at Talbot 
Hotel, Tregaron. Hughes and Son, Aberystwith 
Davies, Richard Miles, Ebley, Gloacester, Bootmaker. Feb 4 at 1 at 
vata Tricks and Co, Albion chambers, Small st, Bristol Stevens, 
trou 
Devine, Frederick, and William Se*ofield. Bradfo.d, York, Coal Mets 
chants, eb 7 at 3 at offices of Gaunt, Chipe lane, Bradford 


Feb 4 at 12 at Terminus 
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zon, Thcmas, Ulverston, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Feb 7 at 
jiat Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson, Ulverston 

Brens, Philip, Reglan, Monmouth, Farmer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 

s, Frogmore st, Abergavenny 

farmer, Joseph Gains, Brighton, Drap:r. Feb 10 at 2 at offices of 
Nickinson and Co, Chancery lane 

farrell, ope | George, Cardiff, Accountant. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of 

ledew and Co, Bute st, Cardiff 
p, Harriet, Twidale, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 5 at 3 at 
offices of Stokes ard Harper 
Footner, William Ramshay, darrowbarrow, Cornwall, Arsenic Manu- 
facturer. Feb 8 at 1 at offices of Bridgman, Princess sq, Plymoath 
Feb 6 














, Thomas, Swinnow, Stanningly, York, out of business. 

at 2 at offices of Weston, Park row, Leeds 

fos, Charles James, Gotham, Nottingham, Licensed Viotualler. Feb 
}0 at 12 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Gardner, Richard Henry, Gosport,;Hants, Grocer. Feb 5 at 2 at 145, 
Cheapside. Whitehall, Portsea 

Gargini, Lugi, High st, Camden town, Wine and Provision Merchant, 
Feb 6 at 2 at offices of Sydney, Leadenhall st 

Gent, Gecrge, South Normanton, Derby, Farmer. Feb 4 at 3 at offices 
of Leech, St James's st, Derby 

George, Samuel, Ysx'ey, Huntingdon, Innkeeper. Feb 7 at 1) at 
offices of Deacon and Wilkinson, Cross st, Peterborough 

Gittins, John, Gracechurch street, Tobacconist. Feb 7 at 12 at offices 
of Eve, Tanfield court, Inner Temple 

Green, Benjamin, Colmworth, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 7 at 11 at offices 
of Day and Wade-Gery, St Neots 

Green, George Wiliam, Netherton, Worcester, Grocer. Feb 5 at 3 at 
effices of Homfray and Holberton, High st, Brierley hill 

Green, William, Hulme, Manchester, Provision Dealer, Feb 6 at 11 at 
offices of Phillins, Marsden st, Manchester 

Gregory, Charl«s Nathaniel, Newcistle-upon-Tyne, Bootmaker. Feb 4 
at 2 at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newca+tle-upon-Tyne 

Gristell, Charles Edmund, ard Robert Meekins Greer, Liverpool, Pro- 
vision Merchants. Feb 3 at 1 at Guildha'l Tavern, Gresham st. 
Seoles, Queen st, Cannon st 

Guerra, Alessandro del, Cardiff, Outfitter. Feb 8 at 3 at offices of 
Downingtand Price, Vienna chambers, Bute Docks, Cardiff 

Gurrell, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices 
of Keenlyside and Forster, St John’s chambers, Grainger st West, 


Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Hallam, John, Derby, Millwright. Feb 13 at 2 at offices of Leech, St 
Feb 13 at 3 


James’s st, Derby 
Hamlet, Richard, Atergavenny, Monmouth, Innkeeper, 

d Herefordshire House Inn, Abergavenny. Button, Abergavenny 
Feb 5 at ll at 


at 0} 
offices of Sheldon, High st, Wednesbury 
Feb 5 at 3 at offices 
























































Hammonds, Edmund Lonis, Wednesbury, Stafford. 
Hartley, Benjamin, Bradford, York, Corn Factor. 
of Peel and Gaunt, Chapel lane, Bradford 
Heap, Jonathan, Manchester, Brewer's Agen’. Feb 14 at 3 at offices 
Whitworth, St James's square, Manchester 
Hill, John, John st, Adelphi, Architect. Feb 4 at 12 at Haxell’s Royal 
Exeter Hotel, Strand. Norman, Esrex st, Strand 
Hill, Samue!, Hanley, Stafford, Clothier. Feb 10 at 1 at Hime Trade 
Association, York st, Manchester. Hamsbaw, Hanley 
Hinde, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Tailor. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of 
Ashmsll, Albion st, Hanley 
Hiron, Samuel, E'ford, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 3 at 3 at offices of Nevill! 
and Atkins, Colehi)l, Tamworth 
Holbrow, William, Stapleton, Gloucester, Timber Merchant. Feb 5 at 
2 at cffices of Gwynr and Co, Al! Saints court, Bristol 
Hollands, Joseph, Horsham, Sussex, Seed Merchant. Feb5 at 3.30 at 
Hotel, Redbill, Surrey, Stone and Simpson, Tunbridge Wells 
Holliday, Abraham, and John Holliday, bradford, York, Joiners, Feb 
Sat 11 at offices cf Pecl and Gaunt, Chapel! st, Bradford 
Holliday, Henry, Widbrook, Wilts, Baker, Feb 4 at 12 at offices of 
Jones, Silver st, Trowbridge 
» Hugh, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Grocer. Feb 4at 12 at Queen 
otel, Chester. Chamberlain, L'andudno 
albert, Henry Walter, St Philip and Jacob, Bristol, Licensed 
Victualler. Feb 3 at 12 at offices of Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, 
Hulme, Jobn, Altrincham, Chester, Tailor, Feb 6 at 3 at offices of 
Phillips, Marsden st, Manchester 
James, Charles, Holloway rd, Upholsterer. Feb 3 at 12 at Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st, Biggenden 
Joubert, Henri Charles Rene, and Jules Joubert, Percy st, Bedford 
89, Upholsterers. Feb 6 at 2 at Gu'ldhall Tavern, Gresham st. 
Barker, Union ct, Old Broad st 
Knight, William, Bristo!, Licensed Victualler. Feb 5 at 11 at Guild- 
hall, Broad st, Bristol, Fry and Co, Bristol 
lambert, Sarah, and Jane Bray, Bradfor!, York, Grocers. Feb 6 at 
4at 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford. “ Atkinson 
» George Edmund, Liverpool, Cotion Broker. Feb 14 at 2 at 
offices of Simpson and Co, Rumford st, Liverpool 
Lavelle, Michael Thomas, Runcorn, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper, Feb 
Gat 2 at offices of Linaker and Co, Bank chambers, Runcorn 
Lawrence, Frederick Hall, Leicester, Currier. Feb 15 at 11 at cffices 
of Wright, Gallowtree gate, Leicester 
, John, and Joshua Leach, Soyland, Halifax, Paper Manufac- 
turers. Feb 6 at 11 at offices of Jubb, Harrison rd, Halifax 
t, Frank Joseph, Worksop, Nottingham, Aucticneer. Feb 7 at 2 
at offices of Whall, Bridge st, Worksop 
s,Jchn, New Tredegar, Monmouth, Butcher, Feb 7 at 11 at 
Offices of Shepard, Chapel st, Tredegar 
» Simon, New Ferry,. Chester, Ships’ Store Dealer, Feb 20 at 
3.30 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. Martin, Liverpool 


Lightfoot Hannah, Low Fold, Churwell, near Leeds, Grocor. Feb 5 
at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 
er, Joseph, Plymouth, Greengrocer. Feb 4 at 11 at officesof 
Square, George st, Plymouth 
n, John Wise, Flimby, Cumberland, Grocer. Feb 11 at 11 at 
offices of Collin, Kirkby st, Maryport 
Maddison, John, Gateshead, Durham, Ale and Porter Bottler, Feb 5 
at 12 at offices of Robson, Townhall, Gateshead-on-Tyne 
in, Thomas, Plymouth, Farmer. Feb 7 at 11 at offices of Square 
rge st, Plymouth 




















McLellan, John, Leeds, out of business. Feb 7 at 11 at offices of Ford’ 
ard Warren, Albion st, Leeds 

McMinn, Frederick James, Cambridge road, Mile end, Bootmaker. 
Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Widdecombe, Metropolitan chambers, 


Broad st 
Mitchell, Thomas Hudson, Oldham, Coal Dealer. Feb 6 at 3 at offices 
Feb 5 at 2 


of Clegg, Clege st, Oldham 

Morgan, John Elliot, South Shields, Licensed Victualler. 
at Criterion Restaurant, Ocean roid, South Shields. Proud, Bishop 
Auckland ~ 

Moseley, Sarah, Wolverhampton, Hosier, Feb 5 at 11 at cffices of. 
Rowlands, Ann st, Birmingham : 

Nesbitt, Tom, Lancaster, Furniture Broker. Feb 11 at 1! at offces of 
Clark and Co, Church st, Lancaster 

Newton, North, Skirbeck, Linco'n, Beer Retailer. Feb 6 at 3 at offices 
of Yarborough, Church st, Boston 

Nield, Samuel, and Alfred Nield, Stalybridge, Chester, Grocers. Feb 
5 at 3 at offices of Whitehead, Stamford st, Stalybridge 

O’Bryan, Cornelius Samuel, Kingsland rd, Fancy Warehouseman, Feb 
20 at 2 at offices of Nash and Field, Queen st, Cheapside 

Oxford, James, Boscombe. Hants, Baker. Feb 12 at 12 at offices of 
Aldridge and Sharpe, Westover viilas, Bournemouth 

Pearce, Stanley, Wardour st, Opt'cian. Feb 11 at 3 at offices cf Sim- 
mons, Finsbury place south. Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Pearson, Thomas, Sheffield, Provision Merchant. Feb 5 at 12 at offices 
of Auty and Son, Queen st, Sheffield 

Perkins, Henry, and Thomis Swart Cu'lis, Droitwich, Worcester, 
Builders. Feb 5 at ila the Hop Market Hotel, Worcester. Day 
and Co, Kidderminster 

Pidgeon, Hubert Henry, Great Torrington, Devon, Corn Dealer. Fey 
6 at 11.30 at offices of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstaple 

Platt, George, and William Wilson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Painters. 
Feb 3 at 2 at oftices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcast!e-upon-Tyn2 

Platts, William, Derby, Builder, Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Moody, Corn 
Markst, Derby 

Pountney, George Hopkins, Liverpool, Grocer. Feb 6 at 11 at offices 
of Killey, Lord st, Liverpool 

Powis, Benjamin, Cheyne walk, Che'sea, no occupation. Feb 6 at 2 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Jones, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 

Proctor, Frederick, Sandringham, Hants, Lodging House Keeper. Feb 
6 at 1 at offices of Wade, the Arcate, Bournemouth 

Rangeley, Joshua, Reddish, Lancaster, Builder. Feb 10 at 11 at the 
Mitre Hotel, Cathedrsl yard, Manchester. Rowley and Co, Man-- 
chester 

Ray, Thomas, St Clement’s, Oxf»rd, Saddler. Feb 13 at j2 at offices of 
Bickerton, St Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxford 

Richardson, Charles Richard, Derby, Coal Merchant. Feb 10 at 3 at 
the Bell Hotel, Sadlergate, Derby. Hextall, Derby 

Ridgway, George, Moss Side, Manchester, Builder. Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Ridings, James, and Henry McLeod, Manchester, Costume Manufac- 
tarers. Feb 5 at 3 at offic:s of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Ridsdale, Peter, Scarcroft, nr Leeds, Provision Dealer. Feb 7 at 2 at 
offices of Blackwell, Bank st, Leeds. Harle, Leeds 

Rodgers, George, Hoyland Nether, York, Grocer, Feb 4 at 3 at offices 
. . rossley, Central chambers, Church st, Barnsley. Lister, Wake- 

C) 


Rogers, John, Woodseayes, Salop, Pig Dealer. Feb 8 at 10.30 at offices 
of Pearson, the Hermitage, Market Drayton, Salop 

Rogers, John William, Wakefield, out of business, Feb 6 at 3 at the 
Bull Hotel, Westgate, Wakefield. Lodge, Wakefield 

Ryder, John, Manningham, York, Builder. Feb 6 at 11 at offices of 
Gardiner and Jeffery, Bond st, Bradford 

Sabin, Frank Thomas, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Book Seller. Feb3at 12 
at the Freemasons’ Tavern, Great Queens’ st, Lincoln’s inn fields. 
Hughes, Chape! st, Bedford row 

Scholefield, William, Mirfield, York, Foreman. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of 
Ibbe.: son, Dewsbury 

Scott, John Wake, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. F-b 6 at 2°at offices 
of the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upou- 
Tyue. Mather and Co, Newcast!e-upon-Tyne 

Sharp, James, Marnhull, Dorset, Butcher. Feb 8 at 12.30 at offices of 
Davies, the Abbey, Sherborne 

Shearburn, William Joseph, Dorking, Surrey, Builder. Feb 12 at 2 at 
the City Terminus Hote!, Cannon st. Rooks and Co, King st, Cheap- 
side 

Shepperd, George, Landport, Hants, Grocer. Feb 7 at 3 at Totterdell’s 
Commercial Hote), St George’s sq, Portsea. Whitehall, Portsea 

Simpson, Charles John, Sudbury, Suffolk, Ironmonger. Feb lt at 1 at 
the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St 
Edmunds 

Simpson, William, Hartlepool, Bootmaker. 
Todd, Town Wall, Hartlepool 

Singleton, William, Winmarleigh, Lancaster, Farmer. Feb 10 at 2 at 
the Shelley Arms Hotel, Fishergate, Preston. Cunliffe and Watson, 
Preston 

Smith, William, Wigan, Draper. Feb 10 at 3 at cffic2s of Wall, Clar- 
ence chambers, Wallgate, Wigan 

Smith, Wiliam Thomas, West Haddingfeld, Essex, Farmer. Feb 11 
at 1.30 at Saracen’s Head Hotel, Chelmsford. Gibson, Sittingbourne 

Solly, Witliam Lemon, High st, South Norwood, Painter. Feb 12 at 2 
Mullens’ Head Hotel, Ironmonger lane, Eiborough, King’s Arms 
yard, Moorgate st 

Solon, Patrick, Leeds, Grocer. Feb 7 at 3 at Wharion’s Hotel, Purk 
lane, Leeds. Watson 

Spencer, George, Birmingham, Cral Dealer. Feb 6 at 10.15 at offices 
of East, Temple st, Birmingham 

Sprawson, Edward, Aston, near Birmingham, Photographer. Feb 5 at 
10 at offices of Phillips, Park road, Aston 

Staite, Alfred, B deford, Devon, Licensed Victualler. Feb 7 at 11.30 at 
offices of Thorne. Castle st, Barrstaple - 

Stead, Lydia, and Rdward Inman, Pendleton, Weighing Mach'ne Manu- 
facturers. Feb 7 at 4.30 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Man- 
chester. 

Stevens,?Harold O’Brien, Abbotsbury, Dorset, Miller. Feb 10 at 2 at 
Queen’s Head, Hotel, Weymouth, Hanne, Weymouth 

Stevens, Matthew, Bute Docks, Cardiff, Baker. Feb7 at 3 at officesof 

Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, C rciff. Langley, Cardiff 


Feb 7 at 3 at offices of 
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‘Storer, William, Portobello, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 8 at | 
at offices of Chidley, Queen st, Wolverbamptoa 
‘Stroud, Robert James, New Market, Stratford, Cheesemonger. Jan 31 
at 11 at offices of Hicks, Globe road, Mile end 
Stuchberry, Thomes, Croydon,. Surrey, Carman. Feb 6 at 3 at offices 
of Streeter, High st, Croydon 
Sydenham, Charles St Barbe, Brushford, Somerset, Clerk in Holy 
Orders Feb 6 at 11 at Lamb Inn, Dulverton. Warren 
Sykes, William, Rothwell, Ycrk, Joiner. Feb 10 at 4 at offices of 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
‘Taylor, John, Wigan, Piumber. Feb 6 at 3 at offices of Scottand 
Ellis, Arcade, King’sroad, Wigan _ : : 
Thomas, Lewis Roger, Glynorrwg, Glamorgan, Licen8e1 Victualler. 
Feb 4 at 10 at offices of Rosser, High st, Pontypridd 
Thompson, Thomas, Whitehaven, Plumber. Feb 10 at. 10.30 at offices 
of Brown, Scotch st, Whitehaven 
Tilley, Richard Wellington, Fristol, Commission Agent. Feb 3 at 11 at 
offices of Brown, Foster's chambers, Small st, Bris‘ol . 
Vina!l, Jesse, Paddoc Wood, Kent, Bailder. Feb 5 at 1) at Maid- 
stone road Inn, Paddock Wood, Palmer, Tunbridge 
Waddle, Joseph, Hetton-le-Hole, Durham, Merchant. Feb 12 at 11 at 
offices of Sulkeld, Elvet bridge, Durham 
Walker, Frederick, Bredford, York. Wholesale Drapers. Feb 7 at 4 at 
offices of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
‘Walmsley, James, Southport, Lancaster, Builder. Feb 7 at 2 at offices 
of Cocper, Fox st, Preston : : 
Ward, John, and Arthur Ward, Birmingham, Brass: Founders, Feb 
Tat 8 at offices of Wood and Son, Water.oo st, Birmingham 
Wheeler, Thomas, Lawrence lane, Cheapside, Manufacturer. Feb 3 at 
2at7, Lawrencelane. Gowing and Co, Mocrgate Stati n buildings 
White, Frederick William, Tufnell Park rd, Holloway, Professional 
Cook. Feb 5 at4at offices of Peddel), Guildhall chambers, Basing- 
hall st 
Whitehead, Charles, Royton, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Feb 6 at 
3 at.offices of Ascroft and Sons, Ciezg st, Oldham 
Whitmill, Emma, Wo!verhampton, out of business. Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Willcock, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 
Wiley, William, sen, Wolverhampton, Hosier. Feb 10 at 12 at offices 
of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 
Wiley, William, jun, and John Filkin, Wolverhampton, Builders. 
Feb 12 at 12 at offices of Gatis, King st, Wolverhampton 
Wintle, John, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Grocer. Feb 6 at 12 at 
offices «f Collins, Broad st, Bri-tol. Dauncey, Newport 
Woodall, Thomas Williams, Bristol, Veneer Sawyer. Feb 7 at 2 at 
offices of William Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. 
Brittan and Co, Bristol 
Woodin, Thomas Wiliiam, Sydenham, Kent, Florist. Feb 3 at 2 at 
offices of Longcroft and Myers, Clemeut’s inn, Stran 
Wright, Henry, Caton, lancaster, Bobbin Manufacturer. Feb 11 at2 
at offices of Sharp and Son, Cable st, Lancaster 
Wunderlich, Max, London wall, Picture Dealer. Feb 10 at 3 at offices 
of Lumley and Lumley, Old Jewry chambers 
Young, John, Ubley Warren, Somerset, Farmer. Feb 18 at 12.30 at 
the George Railway Hotel, Victoria st. Bristol. Webster, Axbridge 
Turspay, Jan 28, 1879, 
Adams, Charles, York terrace, Finsbury pk, House Decorator. Feb 
10 at 3 at offices of Miles, King Edward st, Newgate st 
Agate, Henry Evershcd, Saffron Walden, Essex, Linen Draper. Feb 
11 at 2 at offices of Field and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields. Thurgood, 
Saffron Walden 
Allen, William, Wrangie, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 8 at 11 at offices of 
Thomas, Emery lane, Boston 
Argent, William Joseph, Red Lion yd, Southampton row, Livery 
Stable Keeper, Feb 5 at 3 at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn 
Askin, William, Brierley, York, Farmer. Feb 12 at 10.30 at offices of 
Rideal, Chronicle chambers, Barnsley 
Balmer, John, Etherley, Durham, Innkeeper. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 
Maw, jun, Bishop Auckiand 
Barden, Thomas, Upper Spring st, Baker st, Salesman. Feb 6 at2 at 
offices of Buchanan and Rogers, Basinghall st 
Beamand, Richard, and James Stock, Birchfield, Stafford, Builders. 
Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Jacques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Bellman, John, Birmingham, Furnitura Broker, Feb 10 at 11 at 
offices of Solomon, Ann st, Birmingham 
Bennett, Michael, Horsham, Sussex, Corn Merchant. Feb 18 at 2 at 
the King’s Head Hotel, Horsham. Bed‘ord, Horsham 
Bird, Thomas, Walsall, Hosier. Feb 10 at 11 at offices of Smith, 
Lichfield st, Walsall 
Blow, Charles, Market Rasen, Lincola, Confectioner. Web 11 at 11 at 
— of Page, Flaxengate, Lincoln. Page and Padley, Market 
agen 
Bozon, George (and not Boyson, as printed in Gazette of 21st inst), 
Sa'e, Cheshire, Contractor. Feb 4 at 3 at offices of Richardson and 
Son, Booth st, Manchester 
Feb 6 at 3 at 


Brain, Joseph, Mare st, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. 
offices of Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 
Briggs, Amos, and John Briggs, Oldham, Joiners. Feb7 at 10 at the 
Oldham Lyceum, Union st, Oldham. Fletcher, Oldham 
Breoking, William Edwards, and William Blake Brooking, Saltash, 
Cornwall,Coal Merchants. Feb 10 at ll at offices of Elworthy and 
Co, Courtenay st. Plymouth 
Broom, Edward, Weston-super-Mare, Grocer. Feb 10 at 2 at offices 
of Sibly, Exchange west, Bristol 
Brown, Joshua, Middiesborough, Auctioneer, Feb7 at 11 at offices of 
Spry, Zetland rd, Middiesborough 
Brotton, Charles, Leicestzr, Solicitor. Feb 15 at 12 at offices of Shires, 
Market st, Leicester 
Carnegie, Alexander, Bishopsgate st within, Shipbroker, Feb 18 atl 
at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
Carnell, Henry, Yardley terrace, Wood green, Boot Manufacturer. 
Feb 11 at 2 at offices of Poneione, jun, Raymond buildings, Gray’s 
inn 
Catterell, James, Bury, Lancashire, Timber Merchant, Feb 10 at 3 at 
of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 
Church, Edward, Birmingham, Hosier. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Fal- 
lows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Coates, John Broxup, Bonsall, Derby, Farmer, Feb 21 at 11 at offices 
of Holland and Rigby, Full st, Derby 


Collins, John, High Southwick, nr Sunderland, Grocer, Feb 12 at 
at offices of Huntly, High st, Sunderland Ie 
Connop, Joseph, Coventry, Ale Dealer. Feb 13 at 1 gt offices 
Kilby, Temple row west, Birmingham a Oes of 
Conroy, Danie! es gt Hunsterson, Cheshire, Commission Agent, Feb 
15 at 3 at offices of Cooke, Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe 
C.urt, Thomas Henry, Royston, Cambridge. Feb 11 at 2at ’ 
Turner, St Andrew’s st, Cambridge 
Daniells, Joseph, Westbury Leigh, Wilts, Carrier. Feb 7 
Ludlow Arms Inn, Westbury. McCarthy, Frome ate at the 
David, Edward Robert Llewellyn, Radyr court, Glamorgan, fF; 
Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Tribe and Co, Crockherbtown, Cardiff, 
ton and Co, Cardiff r 
Dennis, James, Cotts, Devon, Shopkeepsr. Feb 8 at 11 at offices of 
Pridamen Erineass £4, Plymou'h es 
Dorling, Thomas, Kirtley, Suffolk, General Shop Keeper, F 
at offices of Seago, High st, Lowestoft eb 17 ate 
Dukes, William, Hereford, Innkeeper. Feb 10 at 4 at offices of Corner, 
High town, Hereford ' 
Dunning, William, York, Grocer. Feb 8 at 10 at the Black Lion Hotel, 
Stockton-on-Tees, Barron, Darlington 
Eckersley, James, Bedford Leigh, Lancashire, Farmar, Feb 10 at Sat 
offices of Buckley, Bond st, Leigh 
Edwards, Elisha, Marlborough, Wi'ts, Hotel Keeper. Feb 10 at 12 at 
the Castle and Ball Hotel, Marlborough. Keary and Co, Chippen. 


am 

Eibel, Joseph Ferdinand, Whitfield st, Tottenh im ct rd, Cabinet Maker 

Ri ind 10 ~ 12 at Ridler’s “— bay r 
Iten, Alfred John Joseph, Rugd ailor. Feb 10 at 3 at offices 
Gledhill, North st, Rugby) ue 

Fairclough, Thomas Alfred, Preston, Confectioner. Feb7 at iat 
offices of Cattley and Maynard, Lune st, Preston 

Fitzgerald, John, Collyhurst, Manchester, Baker, Feb 11 at 3 at offices 
of Chew and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 

Forster, John, Stockton, Chemist. Feb 10 at 11.30 at offices of Thomp- 
son, High st, Stockton 

Garland, Augustus Henry, Braziers Checkendon, Oxford, Gent. Feb 
14 at 2at 126, High st, Oxford 

Gibbons, Albert Henry, and William John Georgs Gibbons, Newogatle- 
upon-Tyne, Provision Merchants. Feb 5 at 2 at offices of Joel, 
Newgate st, Neweastle-upon-Tyne 

Gibson, Joshua, Huddersfiz)d, Coal {Merchant. Jan 30 at 11 at offices 
of Fisher, Queen st, Huddersfield : 

Glen, Danie}, Dean st, Soho, Lapidary. Feb 4 at 4 at 15, Charlottest, 
Portland pl. Lewis, Weymouth st, Portland pl 

Gossedge, William, Mountain Ash, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb8 atilat 
offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 


Grant, John, Cardiff, Timber Merchant. Feb 11 at 2 at the Royal 
Hotel, St Mary st, Cardiff. Griffiths and Corbett, Cardiff 
Green, Henry Robert, and Jame’ William Shaw, Stockport, Hat Many- 
facturers, Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Coppock and Co, Vernon st, 
Stockpoit } 
Guy, Robert, Leeds, Nail Manufacturer. Feb 10 at 2 at offieegiof 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Haden, John, Smaii heath, Birmingham, Rope Manufacturer, Fab? 
at 10,15 at offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Hair, Fanny, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Confectioner.’ Feb 7 at 2 at offices 
of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-T vne 
Hall, Charles, Gloucester, Slater. Feb 3 at 3 at 6, College court, 
Gloucester 
Hal!, Thomas, Batley, Grocer. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of Ridgway ant 
Ridgway, Wellington st, Batley 
Halse, Thomas Jeffery, Exeter, Furniture Broker. Feb 10 at 12 at 
offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Luke, Exe 
Harris, Henry, Binfi:14 rd, Clapham rd, Contributor to the Pres3. Feb 
10 at 2 at offices of Gush and Phi'lips, Finsbury circas 
Haworth, Richard, Blackburn, Provision Dealer. Feb 10 at 3 atthe 
St Leger Hotel, King William st, Black burn 
Herald, Dennis, Cleethorpez, Lincoln, Baker. Feb 5 at 3 at offices o 
Watts, Cleethorpe rd, Great Grimsby : f 
Hibbert, Henry, Carbrook, Sheffield, Bui'der. Feb 8 at 11 at officesof 
Porrett, Bauk st, Sheffield 
Holdsworth, Richard Babington, Bradford, Wool Merchant. Feb8 at 
12 at offices of Jubb, Harrison rd, Halifax. Rawson and Oo, 
Bradford 
Holliday, Thomas, Church, Lancashire, Iunkeeper. Feb 11 at 3a 
offices of Holland, Northgate, Blackburn 
Holliday, William Henry, Leeds, Grocer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of Dale, 
Upper Fountaine st, Albion st, Leeds 
Hollingworth, Thomas Parrott, West Cows, Isle of Wight, Con- 
fectioner. Feb 12 at 12 at offices of Edmonds and Co, Cheapside. 
Damant and Sov, West Cowes 
Hudson, Frederick, East Moor, Wakefield, Plumber. Feb 10 at3 ab 
offices of Lodge, Wood st, Wakefield 
Hughes, Herbert John, Penge, Builder. Feb 10 at 3 at 8, Queen stp), 
Canron st. White, Queen st, Cheapside 
Hull, Frederick, Belton, Rutland, Innkeeper. Feb 10 at 2 at offices of 
Owston and Dickinson, Friar lane, Leicester 
Israel, Nathan, Salford, Boot Dealer. Feb 11 at 3 at offices of Rayner 
and Turner, Booth st, Manchester 
Jacomb, Jchv, Rugby, Gasfitter, Feb 3 at 3 at the George Hotel, 
Rugby. Gledhill, Rugby 
Jefferis, David, Bristol, Builder. Jan 30 at 2 at offices of Milne and 


, poem chambers, St Stephen's avenue, Bristol. F 

and Co 

Johnson, George, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Feb 17 at 12 at offices 
of Carruthers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Jones, Richard, Ewyas Harold, Hereford, Farmer, Feb.7 at 12,30 at 
the Mitre Hotel, Hereford, James, Merthyr Tydfil 

Jump, William, Tranmere, Cheshire, Baker. Feb 10 at 2 at offices of 
Downham, Ham'lon sq, Birkenhead 

Keep, Frank Thomas, Walsall, Hatter. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Bur- 
ton, Union passage, Birmingham 

Kennard, James S'ephen, Oxford st, Stepney, Grocer. Feb 12 at 2 at 
= offices of Hastwood, Bishopsgate st withia 

Kime, Joshua, Halton Holegate, Lincoln, Publican. Feb 6 at 10 at the 
Bell Inn, Halton Holegate. Thimbieby and Son, Spilsby 
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Pathiow, Birmingham, Licensed Victusller, Feb 7 at 3 
Bing, Shomees ves, Paradise st, Birmingham 
iy Frederick, Forest hill, Kent, Upholsterer. Feb 7 at 3 at offices 
be, M trop litan chambers, Broad st 
Alfred, Bury St Edmunds, Music Seller. Feb 2! at 12 atthe 
Watiiahall Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St Edmunds 
Thomas, Wiswell, Lancashire, Bearhouse Keeper. Feb 12 at 
‘at offices of Eastham, Charc) st, Ciitheroe | 
Frederick, Birmingham, out of bisiness Feb 10 at 2 at 
Jof Coleman and Co, Co'more row, Birminghim 
Lanta, Marcus, Wolverhampton, Jewelier. Feb 7 at 1l at offices of 
étratton, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Robert Franc's, Aston, Warwick, Solicitor’s Accountant 
Feb 5 at 3 at offices of Peace, Ann st, Birmingham 
Yonbam, Simon, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. Feb i0 at 3 at offices of 
Brooke, Bond st, Leeds A 
sfarrington, Christopher Stanley, Lower Norwood, Commercitl Clerk. 
Sat 4 at offices of Pitfleld, Gray’s inn 9q 
Henry, sen, Enderby, Leicester, Innkeep2r. Fab 13 at 3 at 
Leicestershire Trade Protection Society, New st, Leicester. 
Shires, Leicestec 
jaria, Henry, Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts, Enginear. Feb 10 at 12 at 
flees of Soackman, Fore st, Trowbridge 
Neil, William Goslett, and Frank Cheston, Latimer rd, 
Notting hill, Iron Founde's. Feb 1) at 1 at the Guildhall Tavern, 
Greeham st. Cheston and Sons, Great Winchester st 
yiles, Lot, Westtury. Wilts, Pablican, Feb 7 at 12 at the Ludlow 
Arms Inn, Westbury. McCarthy, Frome 
Milehell, John. James, Sunderland, Stationer. 
Fairclough, West Sunniside, Sunderland 
, Angelo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Picture Fram? Manufacturer. 
Feb 12 at 10 at offices of Wawn, Barrington st, South Shields 
Yorrsw, James, Low Fell, Durham, Manufactsrer’s Clerk, Feb 10 at 
Hat offices of Harle an¢ Co, Akenside hi!l, Newcastle-upo1-Tyne 
Nevett, William, Ironbridge, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Feb 8 at 12 
at offices of Phillips and Co, Shitnal 
Neville, Henry, Leeds, Picture Dealer, 



















Fb 6 at 3 at offices of 






































Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 
Bast parade, Leeds 
aula Geors, Market Weighton, York, Builder. Feb 12 at 3 at 
Nichols, Henry William, Birkenhead, Picture Frame Dealer. 
at 3atoffices of Mawson, Hamilton sq, Birkenhead. Downham, 
Nicholson, John, Great Grimsby, Fisherman. Feb 7 at 3 at offices of 
Watts, Cleethorp2 rd, Great Grimsby 
Feb 10 at 3 at offices of 
Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 
, William, Bury, Lancashire, Cabinet Maker. 
Owens, William Henry, Cannock, Stafford, Painter. Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Stirk. North st, Wolverhampton 
Feb 12 at2 at the 
Beli Hotel, Farngdon. Ormond, Swindon 
Parker, Wslier Mantell, Alton, ILants, Fngine2r. Feb 13 at 2 at offices 
Phelps, Charles, Bredon, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 5 at 11 at the King’s 
Head Inn, Tewkesbury. Smith, Cheltenham 
chant. Feb 10 »t 2 at offices of Turquand and Co, Tokenhouse yard. 
Tower, Lower Thoma: st 
Feb 6 
at 1] at offices of Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 
Powe'l, Arthur, Nottingham, Hair Dresser, 
Preece, Edwin, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Fed 10 at 3 at offices 
of Harris, Morzan st, Tredegar 
High st, Tunbridge 
Pyne, James, Burnley, Lancashire, Bread Baker. Feb 7 at llat offices 
Feb 7 at ll 


offices of Jordeson and Whiteing, County buiidinzs, Huli 
Feb 11 
Birkenhead 
Oldfield, Richard, Batley, Boot Msker. 
Feb 10 at 2 
at offices of Anderton, Garden st, Bury 
Packer, James, Little Farinzdon, Berks, Farmer, 
of Macarthur, Bed‘ord row 
Phillips,Edmund George, Westbourne terrace rd, Paddington, Mer- 
Pidgeon, James, Ladypoocl lane, nr Birmingham, Brickmaker, 
Feb 14 at 3 at ofices of 
Lees, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Pye, Loui-a, Hadlow, Kent, Farmer, Feb l0at 3 at offic os of Stenning, 
of Backhouse, Ormerod st, Burnley 





Rippon, Alfred Ferdinand, Reading, Professo: of Music, 
at officevof Dodd, Friar st, Reading 






0, Thomas Hunt’ey, Millfield, Boot Dealer, Feb 8 at 10 at 
offices «f Strachan, High st West, Sunderland 
Scaddan, Charles, Oid Ford rd, Contractor. Feb 7 at 12 at the O'd 





Catherine Wheel, Bishopsgate st without. Cooper, Chancery lane 
, Ulrich, Leadenhall st, Steamship Broker. Feb 13 at 3 at 
Offices of Siibbard and Co, Leadenhall st 
Schwabacher, Arthur, London wall, Leather Merchant. Feb 13 at 3 at 
offices of Montagu, Bucklersburg 
Scott, John, Wigan, Mattrass Manufacturer. Feb 8 at 11 at offices of 
*France, Church gate, Wigan ‘ 
Sellars, Joseph Charles, Great Grimsby, Fruit Merchant. Feb 11 at 3 
at offices of Watts, Cleethorpe rd, Great Grimsby 
Serf, Frederick William, Star rd, Fulham, Builder. Feb 12 at 2 at 
Offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfie!d st 
t ion Agent. Feb 6 at 12 


Sevier, Joseph, Eastville, Gl , Commi 

at offices of Hancock, Guildhall. Broad st, Bristol 
, Jacob, and John Henry Sheard, Heckmondwike, York, Blanket 
Manu‘acturers. Feb 7 at 2.30 at the Black Bull Hotel, Mirfield. 
» Heckmondwike 

Simpson, Robert, Kingston-upon-Hu!l, Commission Agent, Feb 5 at 
3 at offices cf Chambers, Scale lane, Kingstun-upon-Hull 

Smart; John, Sutton Bridge, Lincoln, Miller. Feb 7 at 11 at offices of 
Mosgop and Mossop, Long Sutton 

, Edwin James, Boutbport, Lancashire, Draper. Feb 10 at 12 at 
of Culshaw, Lord st, Liverpool 

Smith, George, Setch, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 10 at 12 at the Temper- 
ance Hotel, Blackfriars rd, King’s Lynn. Kent, Norwich 

Smith, Joseph, Tansiey, Derby, Nurseryman, Feb 10 at 3'at the Red 
Lion Inn, Matlock reen, Matlock. Potter, Derby 

» William, Yeadon, York, Innkeeper. Feb 10 at4 at offices of 
Atkinson, Tyrrell st, Bradford 

Smith, William Oliver, Boot Desler. Feb 13 at 3 at offices of Harvey, 

Selborne buildings, Millstone lane, Leicester 

Wi 































Solomon, Joel, Bristo!, Boot Manufacturer. Feb 10 at 2 at offices of 
illiams and Co, Exchange buildings, Bristol. Hobbs, Bris‘ol 








Sonthan , Themas, Cecil Blakemore, and Richard Dimmack, Walealf.. 
Sheet Iron Manufacturers. Feb 13 at 2 at the Queen’s Motel,. 
Step henson place, Birmingham. Duignen and Co, Walsall 

Stephens, William, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Feb8at11 at 
offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, Birmingham 

Stephenson, Robert, Saltburn-by-the-Sea, Builder. Feb 5 at 1 at 

of Jackson and Jackson, Albert rd, Middiesborough 

Stott, Joseph, Harrogate, Yerk, Joiner. Feb 7 at 12 at offices of 

tescn and Hutchinson, Harrogate 

Summers, George, Birmingham, Builder. Feb 7 at 12 at offices o 
Reecs and Co, New st, Birmingham 

Taylo-, Richard William, Betwardine, Worcester, Agent for an Insur- 
ance Company. Feb 6 at 11 at offices of Tree aud Son, High at,. 
Worcester 

Thiekett, George, and William Thickett, Horbnry, York, Buildersf 
Feb 7 a* 3 at the Royal Hotel, Dewsbury. Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Thomas, Job, Newport, Mormouth, Marble Mason. Feb 10 at 3 at 
offices of Gibbs and Llewellyn, Tredegar place, Newrort 

Thomas, John, Clevedon, Somerset, Ale Merchant. Feb 7 at 2 at offices 
o* B ker and Langw rthy, Bank chambers, Qurn st 

Thomps n, Thomas, Great Grimsby, Auctioneer. Feb 10 at12 at the 
Gecrge Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hul!l, Haddelsey and Haddelsey,. 
Great Grimsby 

Thorp, Thomas, Leods, Farniture Broker. Feb 7 at 2 at the Leeds 
Law Institution, Albion place, Levds. Welker 

Turner, James, Oakengates, Salop, Builder. Feb 10 at 10.30 at the 
Cal donian Hote!, Oakengates, Phillips and Co, Shifnal 

Turville, John, Aston-juxta-Birmiagham, Builder. Feb 11 at 2 at 
offices « f Buller and Bickley, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Varley, James, Withington, Manchester, Machine Ag-n*. Feb 13 at 11 
at offices of Crowther and Clayton, Booth st, Cooper st 

Vary, Richard, John Vary, George William Vary, and Robert Vary, 
Hontingdon, Cattle Dealers. Feb 12 at 1 at offices of Wilkinson, St 
Helen’s sq, York 

Walkcen, James, Pend'eton, Lancashire, Baker. Feb 10 at 11 at offices 
of Ritson and Grundy, Princess st, Manchester 

Wa'l, Thomas Calleott, Hanley, Stafford, Draper. Feb 8 at 11 at offices 
of Tennant and Co, Cheapside, Hanlay 

Ward, Samuel, Danbury, Essex, Carpenter. Feb 6 at 11 at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Chelmsford. Crick and Freeman 

Ward, William, Henfield, Sussex, Builder. Feb 18 at 2 at the Old 
Ship Hotel, King’srd, Brigh'on. IHodson, Shoreham 

Wass, Nathan, Kirk Smeaton, York ,Joiner. Feb 10 at 3 at the Red 
Lion Hotel, Pontefrict. Kaberry, Ropergate, Pontefract 

Waters, ‘Thomas Mawson, Ardwick, Manchester, Photographer. Feb 
10 at 3 at offices of Simpson ani Iock'e, Mount st, Albert sq 

Wedlake, James, Washfcrd, Somerset, Corn Merchant, * Feb 11 at 2 ati 
the Grand Hotel, Bristol. Reed and Cook, Bridgewater 

Whitebouse, Isaac, Birmingham, Brass Cock Founder, Feb 1lat 3 at 
offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Winter, John, Barrow-in-Furnes:, Farniture Dealer. Febd10 at 12.30 
at Smith’s Temperance Hote!, Church st, Barrow-in-Furness, Mason, 
Whitehaven 

Wood, Benjamin, Bradford, York, S uff Manufacturer, Feb !0 at 1! at 
offices of Watson and Dickons, Victoria chamber:, Bradford 

Wood, George, Bronpton, Kent, Greengroc:r. Feb 7 at 12 at offices of 
Acworth and Co, Sar Lill, Rochaster 

Wood, William, Sheffield, Siate Merchant. Feb 10 at 1 at offices of 
Smith and Co, Bank st, Sheffleld 

Young, Arthur John, ani Eugene Dallas Marriott, Mincing lane, 
General Pioduce Brokers. Feb 12 at 12 at the Iucorporated Law 
Institu:ion, Chancery lane. Lake ani Co, New sq, Linco'n’s inn 


Whittaker, Joseph, Redd:ll hill, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
10 at 11 at offices of Burn and Co, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 
Wilks, Henry Hales, Clifton, Bristol, Commission Agent. Feb 7 at 2 at 


offices of C.ifton, Broa? s', Bristol 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pare Soluble Cocoa of ths Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTINA A L4 VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
vee Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
hibited. 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZE& & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR. G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, BLOOMSBURY 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Will be glad to forward his new Pamphlet gratis and post-free, which 
explains the only perfectly painless system of adapting ARTIFICIAL 
TEETH (protected by Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent), which 


have obtained five Prize Medals, London 1862, Paris- 
1867, Philadelphia 1876, Vienna 1873, and New York 
1853.—Consultation daily free, 
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AW.—Wanted, in the Office of the Town Clerk of 
Birmingham,.a Solicitor as Managing Clerk in the Legal Depaft- 
ment. He must be well acquainted with Chancery and Common Law 
Practica, and -have a knowledge of Conveyancing, and the routine 
work of a Solicitor’s Office. A knowledge of Savitery Law and 
Magisterial Proceedings is essential. Salary £400 per annum.—Appli- 
cations, stdting age, and previous occupations, and accompanied by 
testimonials, to be sent in on or before 11 h February, 1879, addressed 
to Tae Town CueErk, Birmingham. 





AW.—A young Solicitor, used to a country office, 
who is, and has for some years past been, gngaged with @ Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields firm, desires to Purchase a Share in an old-estab‘iched 
Practice in town or country.—Address, E., care of Mr. Cla:ik, 2, New- 
man’s-row, Linco!n’s-inn-fields, W.C. 





ANTED, a Clerkship, in a good Conveyancing 

Firm in’a tcwn, with a vicw to Jenior Partnership. Cou'a bring 

in capital of £2,600.—Acdress, E. E., 40, Key pel-street, Russell-square, 
W.c. : 





ONVEVANCING and GENERAL MANAGER, 

without supervision, thcroughly able and experienced, requires 

a Re-Engagement, in an office of extensive practice either in town or 

country, with a view to a permanency. Liberalsalary. Age 38; ad - 

mitted 1863; a Commissioner. Married. Highest references as to 

character and competency.—Address, B.S., Messrs. D:ew, Wood, & 
Son, Law Stationers, 16, Basingha'l-street, E.C. 


NVESTMENTS.—Several First-Class Investments 
in City and West-end Properties, Ground and Rack Rents.—For 
particulars apply to Mr. G. C. Epwaxps, 18, Colemdn-street, E.C; 


REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS.—A large parcel 

of these, thoroughly-well secured on wel!-buiit property in ‘he 

oa District.—Apply to Mr. G. C. Exvwarps, 1%, Coleman-street, 
E.C. : 











REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS, producing ove 
£400 per annum, to be So'd, well recured and with few collec- 
tions.—Apply to Cusrves Mort, Esq., Solicitor, St. Pau’s-chambers, 
15a, Paternoster-row, E.C. 


)}REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS.—To be Sold by 

Private Contract.—First-class Freehold Ground-rents, close on 

the boundary of the City of London, varying from £70 to £250 per 

annum, amply secured by substantis] modern-built Warehouses. 

Lowest price twenty-five years’ purcha*e.—Farther particulars of 
Messrs. Dezespau, Tewson, & Faruur, 80, Cheapside, 


EEDS CORPORATION CONSOLIDATED 
FOUR PE CENT. DEBENTURE STOCK.---Applications are 
invited for investment in the above security.—Fall particulars may be 
obtained from Messrs. Frepertck Baysucy & Sons, Birtholomew- 
iane, London ; or Mr. Wx. Denny, Borough Accountant, Leeds. 


AR. T. BATEMAN NAPIER, CLIF FORD'S. 

| INN PRIZEMAN, Winner of the Law Society’s ONLY 

SCHOLARSHIP, end CONVEYANCING GOLD MEDALIST, 1876, 

reads with Gent!emen for the PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and 
FINAL. Private Pupils. Honour Class taken separately. 

Classes for the April Examinations commence reading in January. 

1, Mirze Covet Bripixos, Kixe’s Besen Warts, Temrtz, E.C, 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Atzenr Sr. Pavt 

(M.A. Oxon), Solicitor, prepares gent’emen for their Preliminary, 

Intermediate, and Final Examinations, either privately, or in class. 
Resident pupils received.—Address, 11, Staple-inn, London, W.C, 























AW EXAMINATIONS.—Preparation for Pre- 

liminary, Intermediate, Final 8 licitors’—London University 

Arts and Law Degrees—either by class, private lesron, or correspond- 
ence.—H. J. Bowes, 4, Stone-bui dings, Lincoin’s-inn, W.C. 


BELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and FINAL 
FXAMINATIONS for BOLICITORS.—The Author of several 
well-known works, who has, Curing the last ten ree, passed a very 
large number of pupils, many of whom have taken High Honours, 
incinting the Clifford’s Inn Prize, PREPARES CANDIDATES, how- 
ever defective their knowletze may be, very speedily. References to 
Jatgesr, Queen’s Coursel, Members of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law teciety, and past and present pupils.—Addrees, Tumeian, care 
A Messrs. batterworth, 7, Vicet-srect, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 
‘gO SOLICITORS, BARRISTERS, ACCOUNT. 
ANTS, ARCHITECTS, INSUBANCE OFFICES, PUBLIC 
COMPANIES, aud Others.—Important suites of offices to Let in that 
imposing ballding known as Lonsdale Chambers, No, 23, Chancery- 
lane, comprising sete of iwo, three, five, and eight rooms, and single 
sovma if Cortred, all lof-y and well hghted, spproached by noble stair. 
cans, on tivided by well-arrang<d, spacious corridors; building fire. 
prod; patent lift; every sanitary convenience. Might ard day 
Watchmen provides, Strong 1ooms can be hatd.—Applicatios to Mr, 
Gio, beexert, Barve; or, Letate Offices on the premises, 

KRVERT PARDOE.—Mr. H. Pardoo, formerly 
prectiong a4 & tNiciior at Lewdley, wm of Mr, tt. A, 
a1éee A that town Ar 

rewsttch wy tending bis « 
Hn'*, 

















perum krowing lie residence will bo 
resto HW, YU. Vmanver & Bons, Portaes, 





WAKEHAM PURKIS, Esq 
post fr 


free). 
THI INTERMEDIATE GUIDE to all the 


boards, 


London: Wititam Amer, Law Publisher, 
street, W.C, 


Now ready, prica 4s, (post free 38,'B4.), - 


HE STUDENTS’ GUIDE to SMITH 
TRACTS. Containing Questions and. Angwers th 


Also the GUIDE to WILLIAMS’ PERSONAL PROPERTY, 4 9, 





. Mes. 

AW EXAMINATIONS.—The Telegram (No 81 
just published, price 6d., post 74., contains Law head) 

1878 and the Answers to this Sitting’s Final Examination, B 4 
WAKEHAM PURKIS, Esq. The Supplemest, price 64., contain i 


Answers to-the Intermediate Examination. 


Wu. Amer, Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, Wo. ' 





7 ee 
AW EXAMINATIONS.—The Editor of tho 
‘Telegram,’ eight of whose pupils obtained honours at ong 
examination, has Final and Intermediate’ Casses reading for next 


Terms moderate.—Appl 
Amer, Law Publish:r, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, Carey-street, We we, 


Easter and Trinity Examinations. 


. Feb, 1, 1879 


Books for 1879. 208., cloth 
Lincoin’s-fnn-gate, Carry. 








* 


On OON, © 
eréqn, By H, 
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THE PUBLIC HEALTH ACT. 


Cn February 1 will be published, in 8vo, price H sLv-4-Crowy, 


Nore of the STATUTES and LEGAL Dg&q. 
SIONS AFFECTING the PUBLIC HEALTH AOT of 1875, from 
By J. V. VESEY-FITZSERALD, Esq. B.A. 

of the Inner Temple and Midland Circuit, Barrister-at-Law. : 
Sequel to his Edition of the “ Public Health Act of 1875 "the 


1875 to 1878 inclusive, 


Second Edition of which, price 7s. 6d., may still be hal, 





London: Lonemans & Co, 


Just published, price 1s, €d., sewed, 


NTERROGATORIES.—RULES relating to the 

LAW of DISCOVE 2Y and INSPECTION now ADMINISTERED 

in the HIGH COURT of JUSTICE, 

ERNEST EILOART, of the Inner Temp!e, Barristes-at-Law. 
London: W. Maxwett & Son, 29, Fleet-street, 


By H. WYATT HART and 








Being 4 













OPE’S (H. M. R.) BILLS of SALE AOT, 1878, 
with Notes, and an Introduction containing a Concise State 
ment of the General Law of Bills of Sale. 


Price 23. 6d, 





ASCELLES’ TABLE of EVENTS, connected 
4 with the Constitutional Law and Legal History of England, for 
Third Edition, revised and brought down to the 
By CHARLES SWEET, LL.B. 


the use of Students. 
present time, 


H. Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane. 


Price ls. 6d. 





1876, 








1879, 








Ready Feb. 5th. Price 5s. 


No. CCXXXI. for FEBRUARY. 


HE LAW MAGAZINE and REVIEW, ani 
QUARTERLY DIGEST OF ALL REPORTED CASES. 


ConTENTs :— 


1, Cyprus and the Capitulations. 


2. On Evidence as applied to History. 
PE 


EL. 
8. The Constitution of IHeligoland, 


4, The Marriage Tie in Roman and English Law. 


LEY, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
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